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FOREWORD 

It gives mo great pleasure to forward the report of our 
findings based on the Socio-Economic Survey of the project 
area of u.P. Sod ic Land Reclamation project. The- study 
presents secondary data on different socio-economic 
indicators of the ten districts and twenty three blocks to be 
covered by the project as well as findings of a field survey 
of 130 rural households spread over 18 villages - 2 each from 
9 out of 10 districts included in the project area. Survey 
in aligarh district could not be conducted due to disturbed 
law and order situation. 

The coverage of the study is quite comprehensive and 
data on a large number of socio-economic variable have been 
collected. The detailed terms of the socio-economic survey 
included the the following s 

1. Land holding profile of agricultural families 
of the- project area. 


2 . Rge profile of agricultural families of the 
project area. 


3. 

Economic profile 
the project area. 

n f 

agricultural 

families of 

4. 

Education profile 
the project area. 

of 

agricultural 

families of 

5 . 

C oramun ic a t i on 

and 

other infr 

a struct ur e 


facilities in the project, area like bank, 
marketing facility, roads, transport , etc . 

5. social profile, agronomic practices and their 
relationship . 

7. Land tenurial rights and possibilities of any 
social stress duo to implementation of user 
reel amotion pro j act . 
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8. Extent of indebtedness end credit, borrowing 
capacity of different categories. 

9 • Whether women are engaged as agricultural 
labour? 

10 . W h e t- h 3 r all o 1 1 e as have experience of 
cultivation? 

11 • Whether people are engaged fully in agriculture 
or are partly engaged in industrial and other 
sectors also? 

12. Whether continuous cropping is being followed? 

13. What is the percent ago of absentee cultivators? 

11 . Receptivity of cultivators to the programmes. 

15 . Whether cultivators are willing to soil/buy 
irrigation water? 

Findings of the study are presented under seven 
chapters. Chapter i presents the profiles of the districts, 
blocks and surveyed villages on ths basis of secondary 
official data. Remaining six chapters present findings of 
the field survey. Wc begin with the findings of the group 
discussions -with village leaders, cultivators and block 
officials in Chapter II. Socio-economic characteristics of 
sample households have bean presented in Chapter III. 
Chapter IV deals with land use, cropping pattern and 
irrigation on sample farms. chapter y discusses the main 
features of the agricultural economy including yield levels, 
value productivity and cost structure on sample farms, while 
Chapter VI discusses the salient agronomic practices in the 
study area. Situation in respect of ownership of assets, 
level and sources of household income and extent of 
indebtedness has been depicted in Chapter VII. 


iii 


It. is hop ad that the findings of the study will help the 
project, authorities in formulating the project design as wall 
as in its implementation. A word of caution, however, n-.-~.ds 
to be added.. Though our s a mol a was drawn randomly talcing 
care to see that different categories of cultivators were 
included in the sample, it. is not. fully representative of the 
sample area from a purely statistical angle os due to paucity 
of time sample proportionate to population of different land 
size categories could not. he drawn. We find that the 
average size of holding in our sample comes to about. 4.5 
acres, whereas average holding in the area is only about 2.5 
acres . Thus, the actual situation would be even more grim 

than what comes out of our study. 

The time schedule given to us by the u.P. Government was 
extremely tight. However, our study team took up th~ 
challenge spiritedly and it is a matter of great satisfaction 
to us that a full length study could be completed in a 
remarkably short time of little over two months. Credit f^r 
this goes to the members of the study team who braved 
smilingly the inconveniences of the field visit during t.h_ 
chilly weather of January and worked overtime and even during 
holidays for a prolonged stretch of time. I am deeply 
thankful t.o all of them for their sincere and hard work and 
excellent team spirit. It is truely a team work m wmch 
everybody collaborated whole hoart.-edly at. different stag - a ei 
the work. 
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CHAPTER l 

Platelet , Block and Village Pbo£tlaa 

1 . 1 Introduction 


Reclamation of wastelands -For meeting the needs of human and 
livestock population and restoring the ecological balance is high 
in the agenda of planners in the country. Very large tracts of 
alkaline and saline lands are Found to occur in the state of Uttar 
. bradesh. U,P, Sodic Lands Reclamation Project is a major state 
initiative in the direction of reclaiming these sodic lands and 
putting them to suitable productive uses. 

The project area comprises 64,143 hectare of land spread over 
349 villages belonging to 22 blocks of the selected 10 districts 
of the state. The districts are spread over a continuous 
longitudinal belt along the Gangetic plains covering Western, 
Central and Eastern parts of the state. Many of the districts 
belong to the economically most backward part of the state. 

The geographical features of the project area have been 
outlined in the main -project report . In this chapter we have 
presented the major socio-economic character ist i cs and the level ' 
of infrastructural facilities in the districts, blocks and sample 
villages of the project area. The presentation is based upon 
secondary data culled from Census of India, Agricultural 
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!-2 District Prof ilaa 

I - 2 - 1 Denio£ra£hic Features s , . 

. , .. •••'■'U-:- ■ •• - f* 1 shovs ^i»trict-wit 

population and demographic feature. Accord in, t- 

■ U " U - lu '-* 5 *»SUS 

* ' C i ' en U1Slricts of the project area had a total ; ~, ri ,, u ■ a - •- 

cruces which is about 20.34 per cent 

population „ Pooui et „„ • ****•• 

opu. v at x or, size at district level • , 

and 38 lap h3 *>*'***« t 

lhe ««<«I growth o, p0 puUtl= n . Jur ^ D 

varied between IS 13 and ?o o ' ' '°i 

’ ,U c9 ' 3 f ,er cent against t hP - 

growth of 25.5 per cent nm a- , . 

' " ” iy Al * ahabad Pratacgarh rc ni ..* . I 

above avprant - J - l 

P o P u x a t i on o r o w t h 

■>.»■ w w f -r f i « i t 'JS sgi*' ,, 

adverse ann 9 rally-, 

varies between S2 7 and 1021. , A .. 

is concerned a-j , **’ a f ^ isatior*' 

ned > AiI Ssrh and AIlaK,s aH , 

-ia.^auad nave a hinder 

population . J ;J 0i -‘ ur t on #,* 

,tj ; ld ^9 m urban area- n<- - 

•7.95 ber cent ,■ r * . ' h * T *Sure of ! 

- cont if! tne state t- 

riie urpan pou 

TOerely 3.3 per rent in -i— • ' ' '' " ~ '* rscprde € 

P_ n+ . °U it an pur .and 5 ,-; . f. 

r cl t ix [j g f |**| tj , h c * - c*?nL in 

density n*F rc i , 

> c * population < n -n- ,, fc 

districts is Signifirentl • ‘ " *** seiaaes « 

■ ' ly dl Sher than the { 

Per 5q ' k "* The p.rop 0r ti on of , r , _ — average of 377 ; 

01 scheduled .. f 

ln e 1 gh t districts tl f?U :^ l&Uon is - higher 

Thpro > " Slale as a whole (pi o I; 

n,ere >s on scheduled tri;-* " f" ptJr 

Population in ew ,, t .. ... . fc 

' • A 9 ’ i ^ U i f K > f ■; w 

X ‘ S ' S Literacy R ate „ . , 
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ne * —- Per cent (Table 1 ?•) 
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rates in the districts' from 2S..9 per- cent to 48. / per ten w in 
case of mala literacy and. 7.2 per cent to, 23.6 .per cent in case of 
female- .literacy ( *. a n 3. e X ■»•<* t » y .. 

I *2.3 yorkfarce and Work Participation Rata s Table 1.3 shows the 
sex-wise distribution "of workers in different districts and. their 
.participation . rate . . The ten districts of the project area- 
constitute about 19.60 per cent workers in the total workers of 
the state. The percentage of workers in the population is less 
than the state average <29.3 per cent) in seven districts. Female 
work parti ci pat ion rate is very low and varies between 1,1 per 
cent and 8.9 per cent. Among the male population, by and large a 
similar pattern is observed in all the districts with work 
participation rates varying between 45.0 per cent and 52., 2 per 
cent. 

1.2.4 Occupational Pattern of Workers s When we analyse the 
distribution of workers in different occupations, it is found that 
in 1981, the proportion of workers classified as cultivators was 
higher in eight districts as compared to the state average (58.5- 
per cent). Similarly, the proportion of workers working as 
agricultural labour was also found, comparatively higher in seven 
districts than the state average < 16,0. per cent). Village and 
cottage industries are not well developed in the rural areas. The 
proportion of workers engaged in household industries and 
manufacturing activities was less than the state average <3.7 per 
cent) in all the districts of the project area except Allahabad 
and Azamgarh. These districts had. also comparatively lesser 
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substantially highar in the districts in general as compared, to 
the state average. As a proportion of reported area land under 
barren and uncultur able category ranges between 2.4 per cent to 
3.21 per cent. Total area under this category in the project area 
is 2.22 la Kn hectares. 


The cropping intensity is registered at 145.0 in Uttar 
Pradesh. However, in eight districts the intensity of cropping is 
recorded higher than the state average. it ranges between 135 and 
155 . 

Agriculture in the study area is subsistence oriented with 
nearly 00 per cent area under foodgrain crops. The proportion of 
area under commercial crops varies between 5.5 per cent and 14.5 
per cent (Table 1.5) . ' 

I’ 2 ** 5 Levels of Agricultural Development s Table 1.5 shows select 
indicators of agricultural development in the project area. per 
hectare productivity of wheat crop is lower than the state average 
of 20 quintals in six districts. But in the case of paddy, the 
per hectare production i,s found higher in seven districts as 
compared to the state average (Table 1.5). in the case of 
sugarcane per hectare yield rata is lower in all the 10 districts 
than the state average. 

Gross value of agricultural produce per hectare of net area 
sown is recorded higher in most of the project districts as 
compared to the state (Table 1.5). However, per capita gross 
value of agricultural produce was lower than the state in eight 
districts. The level of mechanisation in agriculture is recorded 


far behind the level of mechanisation in the state in all tin: 
districts. per tractor gross cropped area was 171 hectares,; 
while in the districts this figure varies from 165 hectares in 
district Aligarh to 474 hectares in district Bultanpur (Tabic; 
1.6). By and larg s per hectare fertiliser consumption was 
recorded at the same level as in the state. on an average there 1 
are 2 pumpsets/ tubawells per 1000 hectares of net area sown. 
Total number of energised private pump s et s/tubewe 11s was l, IB, 345 j 
in the ten project districts constituting 23.1? par cent of the i 
total energised private pumpsets/tubewalls of the state. 

1.2.7 irrigation Facilitie s ? Tabic 1.7 shows the extent of 

irrigated area in the districts of project area. The percentage? 

i'Jf' 

of net irrigated area was recorded as low as 50.1 in district 
Suita npur and as high as 94.9 in district Aligarh. irrigation! 
level is recorded higher in seven districts as compared to the I 
state average (Table 1.7). | : 

: 'Y;..0 .."’'I!-:’ OO OO'C’Y. O'?' YCO:.- Y O'' V' •■Oh: ': ■■■ 1/ i h.; .Yooi o '.o;o : . V-- Co /Co C-C CoC/C f ?C h ' :"C.C Co 0 , CC “C v 0,7 CiC O' ■ C : {fee 

' 7Ce7c : e- -V:che!::;c?o-^c 

Private tub ewe 1 1 s/ pumps e ts arc the major sources of 1 

irrigation in project area as well as in the state (Tabic 1.7). I 
The second major source is canal. in district Eao Bareli, 67.13 I 
per cent of the total irrigated area is irrigated by canals, §' 
whereas this figure is 21.50 for district Aligarh and oi.gs per f’ 
cent for ' state as a whole. The percentage of not irrigated area | 
through private tubowells varies from 25.59 in district p.ae Bareli I' 
to 72.11 in district Aligarh. A relatively small proportion of 1 
irrigated area is irrigated through the source of Government | 
tube wells in all the districts. | ; 
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1.2.3 Agricultural I nfras.truct.ure ; Availability of agricultural 
infrastructure in. the 1 project area is shown in Table 1.3. Thera 
is one bank branch of ,banks per 14,000 population in the state. 
By and largo a similar pattern is also observed in all the 
districts as far as branches of banks arc concerned. District 
•Etah has lowest number of credit societies where there are 105 
credit societies par lakh of population. The corresponding figure 
is 27 3 in district Allahabad. There are 9 branches of Land 
Development Banks in district Allahabad where as this figure is 3 
for Fatehpur and Ma inpur i. The credit deposit ratio is recorded 
47 in the state and it varies from 29 in district pratapgarh to 61 
in district Sultanpur. The total number of Cooperative Marketing 
Societies was 253 in the state in 1339. in the case of. districts 
this figure varied from 2 in Sultanpur to 7 in district Etawah. 
The number of cold storage per 1000 sq.hms. of area is rather low 
varying between 1 and 6. 

The number of livestock per 100 hectares of reporting area is 
215 in the state, whereas the number of livestock is substantially 
higher in all districts of the project area { Table, i. 3). in tJ.p. 
there is one veterinary hospital per 40,000 livestock population. 
The number of livestock per stockman centre, was 24,000. in U.p. 
The project area is lagging behind the state average in these 
facilities. The number of male cattle population was as low as 
717 per one thousand ploughs in district Etawah and as high as 
1603 in district Sultanpur. 



length of pucca 


infrastructure have been shown in Table 1.9. Th 


kn. in U.P. as a w'hol 


been electrified. However in other districts this figur 


length of railway line per 1090 sq.km? 


had length of railway line per sc. km. of area 


Tabl 


During 1939 


were 37 junior basic schools par lakh of population in 


facility of senior basic school level 


one 


institutions ar 


allopathie hospitals per on 
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25 . bads per one lakh of population in the allopathic hospitals, 
while this figure was 91 in district Allahabad. 

TO'- sum up, the study of district profiles indicates the 
general backwardness of the project area. The economy is 
predominantly agricultural with a very heavy population pressure. 
At the same time agricultural productivity and income levels are 
quite low. In terms of economic and social infrastructural 
facilities the level of development in the districts included in 
the project area is more or less at the same level as in the state 
as a whole, though soma inter- district variations do oxi-s-t-.-' 

1 . 3 Block Profiles 

The project will bo implemented in 2 3 selected block in 19 
districts. Tables 1. 11 to 1.17 present data on selected socio- 
economic indicators for the blocks covered in the project. 

1.3.1 Population and Demographic Features : Table 1. 11 gives data 
on population size and other demographic features of the blocks. 
Average population per block is around 190,000, though the size 
varies from 53,000 to 130,000. The sex ratio is generally adverse 
and ranges between 921 and 1111. population pressure is quite 
high though density of population varies from 233 to 640 per sq . 
km. The blocks falling in eastern region have a higher density as 
compared to those in the western and central parts. The 
proportion of economic ally- and socially backward castes ranges 
from 15.4 per cent to as much as 30. 5 per cent. Growth rate of 
population 'also shows wide variations - from 7.9 per cPnt to 36.5 
per cent during the decade 1971-91. 
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jgj** -- - ujrc ’~ ana occupational structure •" Work participation 
rates in the blocks aro rather low as only loss than one- third of 

population is economically active (Tabic J.ll) . The participation 
rate’s war 


mor 


in blocks falling in districts Azamgarh 


pratapgarh and Sultanpur 


ono'tty of the scl 


predominantly agricultural 
engaged in agr icul ture . Th 


is quit 


high, though it differs 


per cent to 00.0 per cent 


quit 


~*tcgory or landless agricultural labour 
again varying from around iq par cent to 34 p 
general dearth of non- agricultural 


Allahabad 


non- egr ie u 1 1 ur a 1 


1*3,2 Literacy Rates ? As shown in Table i.12 literacy rates nr-' 
very low though significant variation are found among blocks. 
Thus literacy rate varies from 19 . 3 per cent to 05.2 per cent. 
Male literacy rates arc somewhat higher falling between 03.0 pari 
cent and 45.0 par cent. However, in case Of females the literacy j 
rates are shockingly low being less than 10 per cent in as many as f 
13 blocks and between 10. 0 and 15.0 per cent in T blocks. I 
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services, provide amployment to 5 to 16 per cant of total workers 
( fabls I « X3 ) • .. ; ■ 

I .3.4 Agricult ur al Developm en t ; Table X - 14 shows ss 1-act 
indicators of agricultural development. Through by and largo the 
laval of agricultural development is not high in the area, 
significant inter block differentials arc found to exist. Thus 
the gross value of agricultural produce par hectare of gross 
cropped area varies from F.s. 34-00 to Bs.5100. Similarly per 
hectare consumption of chemical fertilisers varies from 10 kg. to 
115 kg. Again cropping intensity varies from 129 to 110. The 
degree of commercialisation is generally low and in the majority 
of blocks 90 per cent or above of the gross cropped area is undar- 
foodgrain crops. 

1.3.5 irrigation Facilities ? The potential of both surface and. 
ground water in the project area is quite large. The extent of 
irrigation facilities is, however, not uniformly developed. As 
shown in Table. 15 the proportion of net, irrigated area to net sown 
area ranges from -around 50 per c-ant to over 90 per cant in some 
blocks. Blocks of districts cultanpur and Fatehpur had relatively 
lower level of irrigation facilities. Canals, tubawells and 
pumpsets are the main sources of irrigation accounting for, by and 
large, over 95 per cent of irrigated area. Only in Air ay a block 
cf Fatohpur district we find a sizeable area being irrigated by 
traditional walls and ponds. 
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f infrastructural 


marksting and cold storag 


tha blocks lagging behind 


econoihi 


hool ing fa 


disparities (Table 1.17). Wixl 


ornmar 


s oc 1 o- ec o nom i c 


institute of Development studies in the month of -January 1991 
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For tha field survey the team visited 17 blocks covered undsr the 
project area spread over 3 out of 10 project districts. Purvey of 
Aligarh district could not be conducted due to disturbed law and 
order problem of the district. Frem each block one village was 
selected (2 in case of Etah district) for socio-economic survey 
purposivoly in consultation with block level officials keeping in 
mind the problem of sodic land. out of tha 13 sample villages 4 
ware located within 5 km., 3 between 5 and 10 km. and 3 between 10 
and 20 km. of the block headquarter. Table 13 shows the general 
locational features of tha sample villages. By and large tha 
access of tho villagers to means of transport and comnun ic atip n 
can ba termed fairly good. 


As indicated in Table 1.19 the population of sample vilages 
varied between 27 2 and 3359 and the household population between 
53 and 572. The average population per village comes to about 
13.03 and number cf households per village to around 340. Per 
household population in the sample villages is 5.3. 

Average size of holding in the sample villages is only 0.30 
hectare. Nearly 55 per cent of the holdings are below 1.0 hectare 
and another 2? per cent between 1.0 and 2.0 hectares. Thus 92 par 
cant of the holdings belong to marginal and small category and 
these account for 59 par cent of holding area (Table 1.20} . 

Table x.21 shows tha land use pattern in the villages. only 
47.7 per cent of total area is under cropping. Area under current 
and other fallows is fairly. large - about 27.5 per cent. Another 
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13 per csnt"waa is under the cat ago ry of culturablo waste. Ara* 

under forests as well as pastures and grazing land is extremely 
low. 


Cropping pattern in the sample villages is basically 
subsistence oriented with 92.4 per cent of area under foodgrains, 



accounting of around 30 per cent of 


private tubowolls (Tabl 


government tubs wells 


sown area is under 


Whil 


uasi.any under irrigated cultivation 
area is only about tha If (Table 1 . 34 ; 
for 5 2 and 31 per cent of total 


tops account 


mu 


bullocks arc th 


power, about 25 par cent of 


practic ed widely as 
goats arc also found 


agricultural activity 


r ’ quite poor arid 


Table i . 1 , 

Di strict- wise pogu lation and Demographic Features 


Districts 

population 

Total Male 

( ' 000 ) 

P -mn lc 

Sax- 

Ratio 

% of 
Urban 
Popula- 
tion 

Dens i ty 
of popu- 
lation 
per Sq. 
Km. 

% of 
Sche- 
duled 
Casta 
popula- 
tion 

Da cad a 1 
popula- 
tion 
Growth 
Rato 
1071-31 

Al igarh 

2575 

1339 

117 5 

341 

23 . 00 

513 

22.50 

+21.93 

A.1 lahabnd 

3797 

2 009 

1733 

390 

20.37 

523 

2 4-52 

>29-27 

Azamgarh 

3 541 

1754 

17 90 

1021 

9.20 

517 

24.32 

+24.03 

Etawah 

1743 

952 

7 31 

331 

14.79 

403 

25.41 

+- 20.37 

Etah. 

IBS 9 

1017 

342 

327 

15.49 

413 

17 . 03 

1 3 . 32 

Fatehpur 

1572 

329 

743 

395 

3.99 

379 

2 3.73 

+2 3.01 

Mainpuri 

1725 

944 

732 

323 

11.03 

39? 

13.39 

+19.42 

pratapgsrh 

1301 

333 

903 

1005 

5.05 

4-35 

21.55 

+26.59 

Raa Bareli 

1837 

972 

. 915 

,941- 

7.37 

4 o *2 

29.55 

+ 24.99. 

Bultanpur 

2043 

10 37 

1005 

971 

3 .30 

451 

2 3.12 

+24.34 

D. P . 

110352 

53313 

52043 

335 

17.95 

377 

21 .16 . 

+ 25.49 


Four ce. s Census of India, 1931. 


Table 1 .1 

district- wise literacy Sates 

Districts 

Total 

Kale 

Female 

Aligarh . ■ 

^ ft-';;/;’’.- 31.35 

14.91 

' 1 5 * 2 4 ■ • 

Allahabad 

21 .99 

41.5 2 

]2.°? 

Asamgsrh 

25 .10 

33.27 

1 2 * 20 

Etawah 

'3 7 .'29 

43.69 

2^.52 

Etah 

27.10 

2 8.49 

l 3.10 

Fatahpur 

19.87 

23.33 3' 

7 . 20 

Ma inpur i 

23.30 

45.56 

13.49 

Pratapgarh 

2 3 . 31' 

33.31 

3.30 

Raa Bareli 

2 3.03 

34.94 

10.47 

Sul tanpur 

. 22.44 

ivO 35.14 

9.37 

U.P. 

27.15 

llfilll 33.75 

14.04 


Source ,» Census of India, 1931. 
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: v;.^ fable I .3 

pi strict- wise Number of Workers and Work participation Rates 


Districts 

Workers { 1 C 

100 ) 

participation Rate ■(%) 

Total 

Male 

Feme le 

Total 

Mala 

Female 

Aligarh 

534 

553 

16 

25 .5 

47 . 7 

1 . 4 

Al la hub ?, d 

1125 

955 

. 159 

20 .5 

43.1 

3.9 • 

Azamgarh 

941 

790 

151 

25 .5 

45.0 

3.4 

Etawah 

157 

4 43 

9 

25 . 2 

47 .1 

1 .1 

Etah 

5 21 

517 

7 

'2 3.2 

50.3 

0.3 

Fateh pur 

47 5 

419 

57 

33.3 

50.5 

7.7 

Ma inpur i 

153 

453 

5 

27.1 

49.0 

0.5 

Pratapgarh 

495 

417 

79 

27 .5 

46 .4 

3.7 

Rae Ear el i 

535 

507 

73 

31.0 

52.2 

3.5 

Sultanpur 

590 

511 

79 

23 .9 

49.3 

7.3 

U.P. 

32 397 

20 510 

2307 

'29.2 

50.3 

5.4 


V Census of India, 1931 ■ 


Source 



Agricul- Households others Total 

tural Industry- 

Labourers 


100.0 


0 


100.0 


Table . 1 .<1 

xict-wise distribution of Workers 


29 .5 


100.0 
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Tgbgg 1.5 

District- wise Land pistrilsution and Land Use pattern 


Districts Avara- 

Par- 

per- 

Per- Per- ' Area Par- 

Per- 

inten- 

gp SizB 

eantage 

can tag; 

a centaga 

Capita 

under 

cantaga 

cantaga 

sity 

of hoi- 

of 

of 

of N'Bt 

{ Rural) 

Usar & of Usar of 

of 

dings 

Snail 5c 

Area. 

Area 

mt 

Uacul- 

& un- 

Area 

Crop- 

in 

Margi- 

under 

Sown to 

Area 

turn- 

cultu- 

under 

ping 

ha. 

nal 

Snail 

Total 

Sown 

blc 

rable 

Gomnar- 



Hold- 

and 

Ropor- 

in ha. 

Land 

Lard to 

cial 



ings 

Margi- 

ting 


in 

Total 

Crops 



to 

nal 

Am 


'000 

Report- 

to 



Total 

Hold- 



ha. 

ing 

Gross 



mid- 

ings 




Area 

Crapped 



dlings 






Area 



Aligarh 

1.42 

77 .00 

33.03 

77 .37 

0.19 

31 .13 

5.20 

14.15 

164 

Allah chad 

0.32 

90.32 

53.90 

65.03 

0.15 

35 . 04 

4.77 

3.09 

142 

Asangarh 

0.59 

94.05 

56.31 

74.53 

0.13 

13.94 

2.43 

9.45 

153 ' 

Etawah 

1.01 

36 .35 

53.53 

65.43 

0.19 

25.24 

5.73 

11.76 

149 

Etah 

1.03 

37.14 

53.93 

67.28 

0.19 

11.55 

2.60 

13.24 

155 

Fitahour 

1.02 

36.29 

47.05 

71 .14 

0.20 

13.33 

3.29 

7.32 

135 

Mainpuri 

0.39 

39.34 

60.35 

66.25 

0.13 

35.55 

3.21 

14.43 

156 

Pratapgarh 

0.53 

95 .55 

74,50 

62.00 

0.13 

12.31 

3.39 

7 .02 

143 

Rao Bareli 0.76 

’ 92.39 

67.37 

59 .13 

0.15 

25.44 

5.54 

5.15 

150 

Shltanpur 

0.59 

91.36 

71 .45 

55.32 

0.14 

17.36 

4.09 

10.08 

143 

U.P. 

0.93 

' 33.02 

51.51 

57.77 

0.13 

1035.51 


14.30 

145 


Source s State planning institute, u.P. , District-wise indicators 
of pavalopnant , 1939 . 




Table I .6 


Indicators of ft.gr i-cnl tura.1 Development 


•Districts 

Per Hec 

tare Yield 
(Quintals) 

( 1935-35) 

Gross value of 
Agricultural 
produce per ha . 
Net Gown Area 
at Current 
prices (in Rs.) 

! (1934-35) 

Gross Value < 
Agricultural 
produce per 
Capita (Rura 
at Current 
pric as (in R 
(1984-35) 


Wheat 

paddy Sugarcane 

Al igarh 

26 .m 

15.37 

453.21. 

6012 

1103 

Allahabad 

... 15 .58 

15.07 

415.35 

5956 

35 3 

Azamgarh 

18 . 30 

13.15 

390.00 

6622 

313 

Etawah 

2 3.13 

14.97 

416.35 

5135 

944 

Etah 

22 .81 

11.35 

452.50 

5169 

1093 

Fatehpur 

18.23 

14.55 

416.35 

5179 

1011 

M a inpur i 

23-52 

15.23 

435.20 

5758 

1005 

pratapgarh 

.17 .79 

15.92 

310.53 

6131 

749 

Rae Bareli 

1? .19 

15.31 

451 .31 

5607 

790 

Sultanpur 

19 .55 

13.30 

341.52 

6273 

06! 

U.P . 

20.00 

14.33 

490.19 

6003 

10 53 






Contd . . . 
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Table 1.5 

(Contd.) 




Districts 

par Tractor 
Gross Cropped 
Area (in ha.) 
(1933-31) 

Par Hectare 
Consumption of 
Fertilisers 
(in Kg.) 
(1984-35) 

'Number of 
Energised pri- 
vate pump sets/ 
Tubewalls 
upto 31.3.1936 

Pump sat s/ 

Tube wells Par 
100 ha. of NS 

* 

Aligarh 

165 

55 

21032 

% 

Allahabad 

235 

65 

13121 

2 ' 

Azaragarh 

228 

51 

29602 

■ -S • 

Stawah 

402 

75 

4040 

1 

Stah 

132 

51 

903 4 

2 

Patahpur 

404 

50 

3055 

2 

inpur i 

3 5? 

53 

9357 

2 

Pratapgarh 

331 

70 

5995 

■ 2 

lae Bareli 

3 53 

70 

9433 

2 

Sultanpur 

474 

62 

3111 

2 

J.P. 

173 

' 66 

511301 

2 



Source * { i) Uttar Prado sh Ki Krishi Arikx e ( 1335-36) , 

Dxroctoratc~cf Agr IcuTturc, Lucknow . 

(ii) .stats planning institute, U. P. , Distri ct- 
visa indicators of Devclopm c nt ,~ TT930T » 
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Table 1 .7 

District-wise Sources of irrigation 


P 3 r C Q 

snt of Nat 

irrigated 

Area irrigated .By 

Percent agi 

Net irrig; 
Area to $ 
Area sown 

Canals 

State 

Tub e wo 11s 

private 

Tu bowel Is 

Other 
Source s 

Total 

21.53 

5.15 

72.11 

1.15 

100.00 

94.91 

15.75 

12.33 

36.03 

• 4.39 

100.00 

50.79 

23.21 

3 . 85 

70 . 05 

2.85 

100.00 

71 .09 

65.96 

3.7 5 

25.37 

4.42 

100.00 

59 . 30 

21.57 

5.40 

57 .40 

12.53 

100.00 

30.50 

53.31 

4.00 

32.50 

10.19 

100.00 

47.02 

29 .32 

5 . 65 

52.02 

2.51 

100.00 

33.53 

59.20 

1.19 

35.57 

4.04 

100.00 

52.34 

57.13 

3 .61 

25 . 59 

3. O' 1 

100.00 

65.85 

VI. 05 

3.43 

4 2.51 

4.96 

100.00 

50.11 

31 . 95 

5.31 

5 2.51 

9.? 3 

100.00 

57.19 


Planning institute,.. u.P., District- wise indicators 
of Do vo lopnant , 1909 . 
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NO . of Agri- no . of Liv 
cultural stock par 

Marketing ioo ha. of 

Centres Reporting 

( 13 * 39 ) ( 19*33 


Halo cattl 
Per *000 
of plough 
( 1939 ) ; 


Allahabad 


Etowah 


Moinpuri 


■ Table j .9 

District- wise indicators of Economic infrastructure 


Districts 


Length of puccu 
Road Par 100 Sq 
Km. of hr a a 
{ in Kms . ) 

(l .4.1933) 


Length of Pucca Length of Rail- 
Road Par 1 La Mi way Line par 


of population 
(in Km . ) 
(1.4.1933) 


1000 sa. Km. cf 
Area (1937-33) 


percentage 
of Electri- 
fied 

Villages t< 
Total inha- 
bi ted 
Vil lages 
(.1939) 


Al igarh 
Al lahabad 
Azamgarh 
Etavah 


Etah 


Fatehpur 

Mainpuri 

Pratapgarh 

Pae Bareli 
Sultanpur 



Source t state planning institute, U. P. , Dist r ict-wis e indicators 
of Development, 1939 . , - — — — 




Districts 


: 


Table 1 .10 

District-wise indicators of Social infrastructure 


No. cf Schools Par Lakh of population. No. of no. of 

1938-39 Allopathic in Allop?. 

Junior Senior Higher Degree Dispensary tal/oispai 

Easic Basic Secondary College par Lakh of sary par 

School School School population Lakh of B 

pulation 


if 

Aligarh 

56 

is i|i 

6 

0.2 

. 4 

taS 

Al lahabad 

50 nil 



||| 1.0 

4 

fc§ 







a 

Azamgarh 

A 9 

|| 

4 

0.4 

4 

m 

Etawah 

74 

21 

7 

0. 4 

3 

iJ 







m 

Etah 

53 

• 18. 

5 

0.3 

4 

li 







Wm 

Fatehpur 

55 

17 


0.1 

4 

i 

Ma inpur i 

3i . a; 

lisfititiii 

6 

0.3 

4 

lUlf : 

til 

pratapgarh 

64 

14 


0 . 4 

4 









Rae Bareli 

61 ... , 

.: >ajL5V.;; 

4 | : ; 

0.3 

4 

>i 

Sultanpur 

77 


||; " 5 

<« 

c 

o 

4 

if; 

m 

*ts 

U*P. 

57 

1 5 

' 5 • 

.. 0.4 

- 


it | 

j;«; If 

!• p . 

| Ip 

l 1 


Source 


State planning institute, U. P. , District-wise indicators 
of Dave lopaont, 1989 ' * 








District/ 

- papulation 

’000 

Sax 

Density 

parpen- 

• |i| 

DaoadL.al 4 » ?i 

porji 1 1.33— ’ k'jS 


Total 

Mala 

Fmaio 

JKTCX- j 

v. X if ‘PUr- 

lation 
par sq. 

Rn. 

Uly ..: v J_ 

Scheduled 
Costa pa— 
lation 

tion || 

Growth 

S in %) ,11 

(1971-31) II 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5 

7 I 

11 

aiigarh 







E 

Akrabaa 

100 

55 

45 

325 

360 

13.1 

13.0 I! 

Sindara Rao 

95 

52 

44 

333 

373 

21.9 

|| 

Allahabad 







' P 

Hardiya 

101 

53 

49 

929 

503 

20.3 

27.5 ■ -j 

Dh^nupur 

114 

59 

55 

529 

540 

17.9 

35.5 I 

Jtesagarh 







■ ■ H 

Thaknn 

110 

54 

51 

1090 

491 

73.5 

23.4 ■ I 

Lalganj 

tod 

52 

59 

mi 

535 

31.9 

20.3 If 

1 

Etah 







I 

Sakit 

113 

52 

• 51 . 

321 

300 

15.5 

12.1 | 

Etawah 






/ ' 5" -.0 

- ; %<■ § 

/chhlda 

99 

55 

45 ■ U 

315 4 

353 ~ 

23.2 

7.9 

Bidftuna 

102 

56 

45 

329 

323 

23.4 

10.5 . | 

Fateiipur 







isiii ■ i i 

Airaya 

IDS 

55 

52 

931 

335 

25 .2 

17.2 

Asothar 

109 

53 

50 

370 

275 

17 .5 

20.5 

Bahuwa 

101 

54 

47 

375 

363 

27.5 

15.2 ’ 



23 


i. il (eanfod.) 


■ 0- 

1 

■ 5 ’ 

,..,3. 



■ 5 ' 

■ ■ 6 

...7. . . 

M^inpuri 








Sultanganj 

123 

■57 

55 

835 

402 

17 .3 

19.5 

Karhal 

102 

.55 

46 

319 

202 

19.2 

16.. 3. . 

Pratapgarh 








Patti ■ . . 

|| 

; 42: 

44" 

' 1045 " ' 

""423 

19.4 

29.5 

.Ashpur Daosara 

101- 

51 

53 

1027 

434 

80.5 

26.1 

IfenpurKhas 

133 

63 

69. 

1000 

329 

27.9 

23.4 

IBe ftirali 








Harchardpur 

90 

12 

39 

911 

324 

33.0 

19.1 

Rahi 

110 

53 

52 

910 

446 

23.2 

17.4 

.iTOBvan 

73 

33 

35 

334 

369 

30.3 

24.9 

Bshadurpur 

53 

29 

25 

000 

326 

32.5 

7.6 

SiAtanpur 








Haaddniyya 

OS 

|| 

43 

990 ' 

443 

23.9 

27.3 

LanKhura 

99 

50 

43 

096 

453 

24.3 

23.5 


Source pistrict-wi. 3 ;. Statistic al Bulletins, 1933, 

Ecanamics arid Statistics Division, Stats 
planning institute, u.P. 
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Table I .12 . 


Slock-' wi se Literacy Rate [per Cent) , 1931 


District 


Aligarh 


Allahabad 


Sasamgarh 


Etah 

Etawah 


Fatehpur 


Ma inpur i 


pratapgarh 


Raa Bareli 


Sultanpur 




Blocks 


Akr abad 
S ird ar a Rap 


Handiya 

Dhanupur 


Thekna 

Lalganj 


Sakit 


Achha Ida 
Bidhuna 


Air ay a 

Asothar 

Bahuwa 


Sultanganj 

Karhal 


Patti 

Ashpur Dcosara 
.Ram pur Khas 


H-archandpur 
Rahi 
Am a van 
Bahedurpur 


Bhaddniyya 

Lambhuva 


Total 

...Male 

Female 

27 * 5 

40.5 

11 .7 

23 « 5 

12.4 

11.8 

22.0 

37.0 

4.0 

21.0 

34 .0 

/]„ 0 

22.1 

35.7 

10.2 

24.4 

3 8 .7 

11.5 

25.1 

37.1 

10 . 5 

32.6 

44.9 

17 .5 

36.2 

17 .6 

22.5 

19.3 

31.5 

S . 3 

24.2 

36. 6 

9.3 

25.4 

33.7 

10.5 

33.0 

45.0 

17 . 0 

29.0 

41.0 

15.0 

23.5 

,41.0 

7.0 

23.3 

39.9 

' ’ 7.2 

17 .0 

23.7 

. 5.2 

22.2 

36 .5 

5.5 

.10.1 

30.2 

5.5 

20. 3 

32.3 

7 .1 

17.5 

25.5 

8.5 

21.5 

. 34.3 

3.1 

2 3.6 

37.3 

3 . n 


'SDur.C'a : : 


District- wise Statistical Bulletins^ 19 g, 
Economics and statistics Division, ° ^ 


State 


planning institute, U.P.- 
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' Table I .13 

Block- seise Distribution of Workers 


District/ 

Blocks 


Total Workers 
as Per cant of 
Total popula- 
tion 


Par cent of Workers By Occupation 


Cultiva- Agricul- 
tors turnl 

Workers 


Workers otlrr| 

Engaged in 
Household | 

Industry 


Aligarh 


Akr abnd 

27 .o 

62.9 

' 22.4 

, .3.6 

11.1 

Sindara Rao 

27.9 

. A 6,5. 4 

2 0.5 ■ 

2.9 

11.1 

Allahabad 






Handiya 

2^.5 

‘ 49.2 

15.0 

13.6 

15.2 

Dh anupur 

27.5 

llJIHl 54.7 £|f£ 

14.1 

13.3 

12.5 

Jteasagarh 






The km a 

22.9 

69.4 

21 . 3 

1.7 

7.5 

Lalganj 

’ . 22.1 

70.7 

10.1 

1.3 

.9.3 

Etah 






Sakit 

27 .7 

30.1 

11.4 

. V 

1 .4 

7.1 

Etowah 






Achhlda 

25.5 

7 3.0 

1 4 . 5 

0.3 

5.7 

Bidhuna 

if§! 27.3 

30.9 

3.1 

l .3 

9.3 

Fatehpur 






Air aye 

31.1 

66.3 a'/- 

20.1 

2.6 

11.1 

Asothar ^ '.^£ 0 h 

\ 31.1 1 ; 

5 5.3 fill 

4 ;'. 21.7 

2.0 

11.1 

Bahuwa /ok/'A© 

a. 30. -a 

ill iiii/i ||§ 

3 4.1 ■ 

1.9 

9.7 


* 


Co'ntd* 





Ma inpur x 


Sultanganj 


Ashpur Deosara 


Rampurlchns 


Harchandpur 


Am a van 


Bahadurpur 


Bhaddniyy 


Lambhuva 



Table 1 .14 


Block- wise indicators of agricultural Development 


District/ 

Blocks 

Percen- 
tage of 
Area under 
Foodgrains 
to Gross 
Cropped 
Area 

For til i- 
ser Consum- 
ption per 
Ha. of 
Gross. 
Cropped 

Area (Kg.) 

Value ef 
Agriculture 
produce par 
Ha. of 

Gross Crop- 
ped Area 
(Rs.) 

par Capita 
Foodgrains 
production 
(Kg.) 

Croppitf 
in tens! 

Aligarh 







Akrabad 

85.2 

29.5 


V 3 18 S 

7 / m% 

17 6 ,: 

Sindara Rao 

77,9 

57.0 


3395 

417 

130.1 

Allahabad 







Handiya 

05.0 

115 .3 


4243 

195 

139.1 

Dhanupur 

in 

'.r.4 70.5 


4300 

213 

151.5 

Asaaagarh 







Thokma 

98 . 4 

52.3 


5262 

35 4 

179.2 

Laiganj 

13.9 

62.3 


5155 

240 

169.1 

Etah 







Sakit , 

37.6 

70.0 

; v 

3854 

334. 

3 23 .5 

Eta wan 




7 / 



Achhlda 

83 . 3 

60.4 


4643 

335 

141.5 

Bidhuno 

35 .5 

57.2 


' 4933 

400 

163.5 


Fafcehpur 
Air ay a 
Asothar 


97.2 fJi .0 

99.2 45.0 


mm 



3733 

2755 


331 
402 
3 75 



Bahuwa 


S3 


3452 



4993 


4071 


1.222 


R-mpurkhas 


2385 


4006 


Bhiddnivy 


Lrimbhuvn 


te tistic^l Bulletins, 
“Statistic s 51 vi sxon 
uto, U.P. 



porc?nti»ge 
of i>t :■ t irri 
g~tod &rc* 
to Not hn\ 
Sown 


Akrabad 


Dbanuour 


hhld 


Bahuna 


Contd 




I Ma inpur i 

1 sultanganj 

31.2 

66.3 

2.0 

100.0 

. : . . ■ ■ )if 

33.0 

l Kirhal 

1 ' •• " ; / '' 

54.6 

3 3 . 1 

2.0 

100.0 

30.3 jj; 

1 ■ avaa .. ' . 

; .pratapgarh 






patti 

32. 3 

64.7' 

2.5 

100.0 

54.3 \f 

\ Ashpur Does am 

3 1.1 

62.9 

2.9 

• 130.0 

94.1 '4 

i Rampurkhas 

33.1 

15 .3 

1.2 

100.0 

70.3 } fj 

; Rae Bareli 





aisi , .if 

Harchandpur 

53.3 

39 . 5 

2.3 

loo.o 

. 33 . 7 

Rahi 

SO. 7 

37.4 

l .9 

100.0 

69.7 II 

i Amt*. van 

S3 . 1 

29.6 

2.3 

109.0 

56.5 

Bahadurpur 

54.5 

40.4 

5.1 

100.0 

•61.4 

l| jjiji 

| Saltanpur 






I Bliadniyya 

31.3 

44. s7 .o ; '4:44 v 

1 .3 

100.0 

5 4.7 1 

Lambhuva 

i 

4 3.3 || 

55.4 

1.3 

100.0 

53.3 ‘I 


Source; t 


District-wise statistical Bulletins L 19 39 , 
Economics nnd“ Statistics Division, "state 
Planning institute, U-P. 



s Hiving tfi 
Distune 2 


Coopnrit^ 

Mirk-sting 

Pooiity 


Acnhld 



Table I. C Ck>ntd „ ) 


Mainpun 

Sultangan j 3 5 . ? 

Karhal 1-1.5 

1 pratapgarh 
| patti 40.9 

Ashpur . Dcosar a S 2 . 2 . 
Rampurkhas 41.3 

Rae Bareli ' 
Harchandpur 5 . 7 

Rahi 45.1 

Zlmavan 7B.0 

Rahadurpur' 55.1 

Saltanpur 
Bhidniyya 
Lambhuva 


62.8 
51 .0 
.. 41.5 
70 


" -p ■ 5.1 34.7 15.? 

.7.9 - 7 3.1 / 17.5 

12.4 15.7 61.0 34.0 

.5.5 - 58.0 ' 32.5 

7.0 - 62.0 41.7 

■ ' OK 


41.0 
10.2 
5 0 0 


24.5 

3 

.52.9 

30.2 


5 
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Block-wise Indicators of Socio-Economic Infra structure 


District/ 

Blocks 

Lengths 
of Road 
Per 

Lakh of 
Popula- 
tion 
(Km.) 

Lingths 
of Road 
Per 

Thousand 
sq. Km. 

No. of 
Hospital/ 
PHC Per 
Lakh of 
Popula- 
tion 

No. of 
Beds in 
Hospital 
Per Lakh 
of Popu- 
lation 

No. of 
Junior 
Basic 
Schools 
Per Lakh 
of Popu- 
lation 

No. of No. of 
Senior Higher 

Basic Secondary 

Schools Schools 

Per Lakh Per Lakh 
of Popu- of Popu- 
lation lation 

Popula- 

tion 

Per 

Commer- 

cial 

Banks 

(’ 000 ) 

Percentage of 
Electrified 
Villages to 
Total Inhabi- 
ted Villages 

0 



m§3 

fSi* 

5 

6 

7 

,:V 8 

9 " 

Aligarh 










Akrabad 

78.0 

859.0 

8.0 

8.0 

80.0 

18.0 

3.0 

SO 

100 

Sindara Rao 

69.7 

860.8 

3.1 

12.5 

60.3 

15.6 

3.1 

19 

100 

Allahabad 










Handiya 

68.8 

535.1 

3.9 

19.7 

50.3 

15.78 

9.9 

17 

100 

Hhanupur 

60.5 

387.8 

1.8 

7.0 

44.7 

11.39 

3.5 

14 

100 

Auagarh 










Thefcma 

63.3 

311.0 

3.6 

14.3 

50.9 

10.7 

8.7 

19 

97 

Lalganj 

44.5 

837.7 

3.1 

21.5 

58.9 

10.7 

5.4 

86 

87 

Etah 





: ' ; t ; 

■ - • 




Sakit 

90.5 1 

271.3 

8.7 

■ - • 

63.0 

88.2 

3.5 

14 

71 

Etavah 










Achhlda 

33.8 

117.0 

4.0 

2.0 

78.5 

81.1 

3.0 

85 

30 

iidhuna 

59.9 

196.8 

8.0 

13.8 

79.6 

18.7 

9.8 

85 

87 

Fatehpur 










Airaya 

71.3 

850.1 

- 

s|||S 

55.7 

11.1 

8.8 

36 

55 

Asothar 

53.8 

161.7 

1.8 

7.3 

62.0 

13.7 

3.6 

80 

78 



Bultanpur 

Bhaddniyya 42.5 188.3 2, 


Laabhura 


Economics and Statistics Division, State 
Planning Institute, U.P. 


Hainpuri 


Bultanganj 77,9 


Karhal 


Pratapgarh 


50.0 


Patti 


ftshpur Deosara 45.1 


Raapurkhas 59.3 


Rae Bareli 


Harchandfmr 61.3 


60.8 


mm 


43 .6 


Bahadurpur 108. 


312.8 

268.0 


214.3 

218.0 

250.0 


198.5 

271.2 
160.9 

352.3 


16.3 

5.8 

31.8 


25.0 

9.1 

8.2 

11.4 


16.3 

13.4 
8.7 
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Table 1.13 

General Locational Features of Sample Villages 



Distance 

of Facility fron the 

Village 

in Kim. 

. S wXT J -W; ' juS JS 


Block 

Tahsil Distri- 
Head- ct 

Quar— Head 
ter ... Quarter 

Near- 

est 

sown 

- Bus 
Sta- 
tion 

Bail- 

way 

Sta- 

tion 

I. Etah 

Oak it 

NigoHaasanpdr 

1.1 

17 • 

- 17 fill 

17 

3 

17 

Sakit 

/spur 

S 

13 

13 

13 

5 

15 

2. FitsShpur 

BahU'/a 

Sukoti 

20 ■ 

24 

24 

44' 4 ry 

- 

13 

Ari}faa 

Hasanpur Akuria 

3 

44 3 

35 

3 

^ 2 

3 

3 . Sultanpur 

Bhadanyyan : 

Sakarseo 

12 

22 

22 

3 

■ 2 

10 

Lanbhunia 

Dharia Mau 

10 

40 

30 

10 

10 

10 

4 . flzangarh 

Thakms 

Chatcrpur 

10 

12 

50 

10 

5 

23 

Lilganj 

Oaowki Dao Gaon 

3 

5 

47 

5 

3 

35 

5. Rae Bareli 

ffinawan 

Ball Eawan Bujurg 

13- 

13 

IS 

3 

3 

15 

Harchandpur 

Gulupur 

5 

IS 

IS 

4 

4 

A A ' • 

5. Allahabad 44 

Dhanu Pur 

Karari fihadaili 

3 

3 

IS 

3 

A 4 

■■ 4 " 

Handi.a 

Vin pur Kasatdhan 

3 

3 

IS 

3 

2 

2 

7 . Mainpurj 

Sultanganj 

Sultanganj 

1 

11 

13 

11 


11 

Karhal 

Sh-mte;-; 

13 

13 

39 

13 

3 

39 

3. Pratapgarh 
Patti 

Dhidul 

15 

15 

41 

15 

4 

12 

Aaspur 

Deosaxa 

Shushar 

13 

9 

35 | 

9 

1 

11 

9. Etawah 

Baruwa 

12 

12 

SO 

12 

12 

12 


Guwari 

5 

12 

so 

S 

S 

3 



1. Etah 
Fikit 
.Sakit 

2. Fatehpur 
Bahuwa 

A riyha 

3 . sultanpur 
Bhadanyynn 
Lambhunia 

t. Azamgarlt 
Thakna 
Lalgmj 

5. Rae Bareli 
Am awn 
Harchandpur 

r > . Allahabad 
Dhanu Pur 
Handia 

7'. Mainpuri 
Sul tang an j 
Karhal 

■5. piratangarh 
Patti 
P'.b spur 
D so sara 

5 • Etawah 


Ni gohha s anpur 
Aspur 


Suketi 

Hasanpur Akuria 


Sakarsoa 
Dba.ria Mau 


Ch a tor pur 
Chowki Di-O G-aon 


Ball Bawan Bujurg 
Gulupur 


Kir ”ri shade li . 
Vira Pur Kasaudhan 


Fultanganj 

Bhantoo 


Dhidul 

Bhushar 

Baruwa 
Guwa r i 









Table 1 .19 


of Sample Villages 


Total and Household population 


Di str ic t/ Block 


Total No. or 

Population Households 


Village 


Etah 


2 -190 


160 

156 


Sakit 
S ekit 


Nigohha s anp ur 
Aspur 


705 


2 . Patshpur 


Sukoti 

Hasanpur Akuria 


2153 

1113 


427 

130 


Bahuwa 

Ariyha 


3 . Snltanput 


17 5 


137 


Bhad anyyan 
Lambhunia 


Sakersee 
Dharia Mau 


772 


21 


Asaimgarlh. 


195 


Thelcti a 
Lalganj 


Ch a ter pur 
Chowki Deo Gaon 


3-62 


07 


i -I * 


5. Rae .Bareli 


Bali B'lwan Bujurg 
Suluuar 


6502 

2067 


1317 

30? 


Am a wa n 


Harchandpur 
•5 . Allahabad 


Karari BliadaiTT 
Vita pur Kasaudhan 


Dhanu Pur 
Hvndia 


1205 


17 4 


192 


1 13 


7 . Mainpun 


Sul tangan3 
Karhal 


Sul tang an j 
Bhantee 


3219 

3149 


576 


572 


pratapgarh 


Dhidul 

Bhushar 


Patti 

Aaspur Doosara 


1000 

1047 


130 


1 4 5 


9 . Etawah 


Baruwa 

Guwari 


501 
53 59 




TaMLe i .20 


Land Distribution in samp la yillagss 


Size of Holdings 
(in Hectare) 

Share in Number 
of Holdings 

Share in Total 
Ajraa of Holdings 

1 . Marginal 

(Below 1.0} 

64.99 

0 27 .51 

2. Sai’.ll 

(1 .0 ~ 2.0) 

2-3.70 

41.52 

3. Semi-Medium 
(2.0 - 4,0) 

6 .16 

■J$. .01 |||§ 4 

4. Medium and Large 
(4.0 and .above ) 

2.25 

, : VV' . 17.16 

Total Holdings 

100.00 fffef;-; 

100.00 |li| J 


Source s Ra cords of Revenue Department, 



Land us 


3. land Under Non- agricultural uses 


7 . Current Follows 


0. Other Follows 



paddy 
jo war 
Bajra • 
Maize 
!Vrhar 

Other puls 
Vegetables 
Fodder 
Others 





our 


Publi 


■: .. '/I. 
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Table 1.24 


Crop- wise irrigated ihrea. in sa mple villages 



Crop 

per cent irrigated 
hr on under Crops 

per cent to 

Gross irrigated 
T'rea 


paddy 

56.35 

30.94 


jo war 

6 . 41 

0.22 


B-ijra 

31 .93 

1.19 


Maize 

35.71 

2.9 3 


\rhnr 

2 .05 

0.11 


Other Pulses 

53.63 

0.03 


Vegetables 

; 32 .31 

0 . 24 . t - , 


Fodder 

33.33 

0 . 33 


Others 

53.02 

, 0.35 


Total Kharif crops 

50.12 

W 36.30 

Wheat 

e 4 93.52 

51.93 

■: ' Earley ea 

30.39 

1 .62 

Gr am 

33.33 

0.31 

Pulses 

67.00 

1 . 3 2 

Oilseeds 

90.21- .. 

i . m 

Vegetables 

7 2.93 . ■'■■e.. 

1.30 

Fodder 

94.33 vV . : 4 

0.55 

Others 

73.47 

. i-PMMl ■ 1*36 



"Pot ml Rofoi Crops 

97.35 

50*41 


Total amid Crops 

32.95 ' 

2.01 


Sugarcane 

i '93. .4.9 . .. . 1 

’ ' l . 29 


Total irrigated Area 

69.42 

100.00 


Source • Records of the Revenue Department. 


Table 1 .25 


Livestock population in the SMggle Villages 



per cent to 
Total Live- 
• • ‘ ‘ stock 

Number of Liv: 
stock Per 100. 
Hectare N.S.h 

Drought animals 



Bullock 

;/;7o.V/e^ 10.33 

SO'-. S 

Buffalo 

6.55 

'21 .2 ' ' 

Milch animals 




lilllffil 10.81 

35.0 

, . Cow - 

Buffalo 

7|;t H.35 

15.0 

Youmg stock 

Cattle 

6 .0? 

■ 19.6 

Buffalo 

5.61 

18.1 

Others 



Cheep . . ' 

: 15.81 

51.1 

• GO at ■ • - ' 

.16 .69 

5 3.3 

pig 

1 . 3 7 

15.0 

Donkey . 

ISS^SISSS n ° 10 

0.3 

Horse 

; :K . ' ■;'/ 0.25 . 

0.8 

Total Livestock 

. ; 100.00' 

322.9. 


i.) 

fi: 


CHAPTER U. 

Findings Based Upon Group Discussions and Field Visits 


II „ 1 Introduction 


During the course of the field survey our research teams 
visited as many as IS villages spread over 9 districts covered 
under U.P. Sodic Land Reclamation Project. Apart from the 
canvassing of detailed schedules from selected households group 
discussions were also organised in the village in which village 
pradhans , local level functionaries and a cross section of the 
cultivators parti ci pated. Discussions were organised on the basis 
of a structured questionnaire covering the various issues to be 
probed. Major findings based on the group discussions are 
summarised below. 


II. S General Economic Conditions 


The entire area is suffering from acute economic poverty. 
Majority of rural population consists of small and marginal 
farmers . The land productivity was found to be generally very 
low. Agriculture was found to be the main source of livelihood 
with very little diversification of economic activity. Quality of 
livestock is extremely poor and animal husbandry has not developed 
on a noticeable scale. Similarly we found a general lack of rural 


industries, 


Thus there- are little opportunities of nan- 


agricultural employment in the region , 






I i 

f l 



8 ; , 
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Paddy during fcharif 


f oodgrains dominating the cropping pattern 


season and wheat during rabi season are the major crops in the 


Among other important crops grown in 


gram 


j owar 


maize 


peas, moong, urd and arhar. Among non-f oodgrain crops mustard and 


sesame , potato and sugarcane are grown on a limited scale 


followed 


wheat. Other crop rotations in vogue are wheat and sugarcane, 


popular in some areas major combinations being wheat and mustard. 


jowar and arhar, gram and als 


mustard 


gram and peas 


facilities. Rabi sowing depends upon the condition of moisture 


monsoons 


he Rabi season 


Azamgarh district, where some of the farmers take only Rabi crap 


Kharif 


next 


improve fertility of soil were among the reasons mentioned for 


leaving land fallow apart from lack of 


51 



| There has been hardly any noticeable change in the cropping 

I ■ ' , . : ‘ ; ' $ 

pattern or the practice regarding leaving land, fallow. some 
| additional area has, however, been brought under sugarcane arid 

| potato cultivation in Rae Bareli district. In Fratapgarh 

I district, sunflower cultivation has picked up. Green manuring has 

i also increased to some extent. 

II. 4 Irrigation Faci lities and Water Market 

' ' ■ . 

With the exception of one or two villages irrigation 
facilities were found to be inadequate . ft number of villages 
; surveyed were served by canals, but the supply was reported to be 

' neither sufficient nor regular. Government tubeweils were 

I operating in very few villages. Private tubeweils and pumpsets 

P - H: V\ i , ■■■. ■ ■ ' ■ y® ■ 

were among the major sources of irrigation in the surveyed 
villages. 

■ • -111 

s The irrigation facility from canals and government tubeweils 

was being availed wherever available. Charges for canal water 
I were reported generally at Rs.60 per acre per season, but in 

I 

i Allahabad district it was reported at Rs .40 per acre. For 

I : ■ ' ... . ■ . . ■ . ; 

( sugarcane fields water charges were reported to be somewhat higher 

. 

; at Rs . SO per acre. 

. .. ■ , . ., : ■ 

Sale and purchase of water from - private tubeweils and 

I ■ ■ ■ 

I pumpsets is quite common in all the villages surveyed. Water 

I rates were, however, found to vary from district tc district, 

jj Though the charges for hiring water from private tubeweils 



hour "to Rs.lS pe 


common 


was 


for increased water supply from government canals and 


economic 


own 


of the farmers to insta 


The dominant form of farming in the region is tha 


cultivator * with small and marginal holdings predominating 


though 


Leasing out of land is legally prohibited in 


share cropping is permitted. The practice of leasing out land is 


common m 


land are either owners of very small holdings who have no means of 


cultivation or large owners having shortage of manpower 


uniform in all the villages surveyed. Half of the total 


expenditure on seed, fertilisers and irrigation 


land owner whereas output is shared equally fay th 


owne r 




The situation regarding the common property resources varies 


under common lands were found, some other villages had more than 


100 acres of common land. Some of the common lands are under 


water serving as water ponds. Mostly the common lands are used 


The problem of encroachment of common land was frequently 


come across 


and influencial farmers, in other 


were found to have encroached on common 


lands with impunity 


Villagers supported the idea that common lands dr wastelands 


should be 


was that land distribution would 


labourers 


weaker sections. However 


common 


II. 7 Land Allotment 


The programme of allotment of common land in small pieces of 


However 


the programme 


whole the state of the affairs is far from satisfactory as 
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majority of the allottees could not still get effective 
possession of lands. 

The majority of the land allottees have previous experience 
of cultivation as agricultural labourers. However, some aiiottees 
had no previous cultivation experience. 

In a number of cases where possession of acquired land has 
been obtained, the land is not under cultivation due to a variety 
of reasons including poor quality of land, lack of resources to 
buy agricultural input, or lack of experience. 

There is no apparent social tension on land question in the 
surveyed villages though one or two instances of strong caste 
divisions were come across. 

II. 8 y as t elands and Their Reclamation 


The phenomenon of wasteland was found all oyer the study area 
though its magnitude varies from village to village. Bulk of 
wasteland was suffering from high degree of salinity or 
alkalinity. The problem of water logging particularly along the 
canal sides was also acute in a number of villages. In other 
areas problem of ravines, rocky or sandy tracks was also come 
across,. Mo not i ceable increase in the area under wastelands over 
the last one or two decades was reported by the villagers. 

The wastelands are generally scattered throughout the 
villages. However, in many instances wastelands comprise large, 
compact tract's also. . 

; ' ' ■ ' 1 ' ' 1 ■ ' ' : ' ■ V ; j:' j: ■ ■' '■ 
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The wastelands are generally lying barren. In some areas no 
bio mass is visible over them. Where some green cover exists the 
wastelands are used for grazing purposes , though in some cases 
harmful affects on the animals were also reported. Where 
circumstances permit wastelands are also being used for 
cultivation though the yields are poor. 

Some of the wastelands have been reclaimed in the recent 
past by the villagers through their own efforts. In one village 
government subsidy was also availed of f for the purpose. However, 
so far no large scale efforts by the government has been launched 
for wasteland reclamation in the project area. 

The general opinion favoured reclamation of wastelands for 
cultivation and grazing purposes and supported its distribution to 
the poor. The estimate of required investment for land 
reclamation varied from Rs. 10,000 to Rs. 15,000 per acre. 

Villages generally expressed their inability to contribute 
financially to the programme for land reclamation and favoured 
government efforts in this direction. However, people expressed 
their willingness to contribute their labour in the task. 

II. 9 Female Labour . ■■ ■ 

Women participation in economic activity was found limited in 
all the villages. By tradition the women folk of the upper caste 
households do not participate in agricultural operation even on 
their own fields. Only the females belonging to the backward 
castes and scheduled castes engage themselves in agricultural 



on their own farms. in general the care of livestock 


is left in the hands of the women 


The cases of hired women workers were reported in limited 


The dearth of employment avenues in non— farm activities and 


women 


labour in non— agricultural work. Only in two villages we found 


of women workers 


they were engaged in spinning work and in one village of Mainpuri 


While there was general insistence on governmental efforts 


for provision of irrigation and other facilities and reclamation 


of wastelands , one also found a feeling of apathy and inoif f e rente 
to the existing developmental programmes and a lack of local 
initiative and leadership. Widespread illiteracy, poverty and 
economic backwardness have contributed to this atmosphere. The 
local level developmental functionaries have not been able to 
arouse peoples enthusiasm and popular part i ci pat ion in development 
programmes . Hence, there is a great need for stream! ini nn the 


people oriented on the one hand and to educate the rural masses 
and develop local leadership to secure peoples part ici pat ion in 
developmental programmes on the other. 



urvey covered IS vill 


ten districts covered under the U 


and Reels ms 1 1 o n 


ft total of 20 householc 


randomly 


survey from each village. Thu 


consisted of ISO households 


The salient 


sample households ewer 


tudy have been shown in the accompanying table 


are summarised below 


94,4 per cent of the respondents belonged to the Hindu 


c orrimun i t 


6 per cent were Muslims (Table III 


Amor 


Hindu respondents 34.7 per cent belonged to 


cent to backward caste 


and 23.8 per cent to 


s cheduied castes wh i 1 e 


respondent belonged to the scheduled 


the. 10 Mus 1 im res ponden 


ackward 


o non-backwar d castes (Table 








-- :v, :..U 


consist me 


ize of family cams 


household ( 


III. 5 Activity 


were gainfully employed 


cent of the family me mb 


cm idren 


cent were m scr 


(Table III. 5) 


21.1 per cent were in the age group below ana 


while the 


cent were in 


were above 45 years in age (Table III .6) 


40.5 per cent of the respondents were illiterate 


cent were literate, 22.2 per cent had received primary 


per cent secondary education 


respondents had a degree (Table III. 7) 


91.6 per cent of the respondents had cultivation 


ural labourers while 


primary occupation, 2.2 per cent were agricu 


another 2.2 per cent were non-agricultural labourers and 3.9 per 


cent were engaged in business and service (Table III. 8) 


76 out of 180 respondent 


having 


S 3 1 on da r y o c c u pat i o n 


Wmm 


iiilj 



s e c o n txa r y 


labour 


Land Ownership 


w h x 


onal no j. d x n 


own a rs 


e a p e r h ouse h o 1 d wa s o n 1 


own e d area ( Ta b I e 111 


s am p l e cons x s t s pro d o m i nan 1 1 y o 


marg inal and 


cent 


marginal farmers (with holdings upto 2*5 acres) 


farmers (with holdings between 2,5 and 5,.0 acres) , 


per cent farmers had holdings between 3*0 and 1 0*0 acre 


per cent had holdings above TO acres (Table III » 1-1 ) 


the household members were engac 


a roe 


pe r 


87*3 per cent of the working members 


economi 


were engaged in cultivation on own farms, about 6 


engaged' as wage labour and 3*8 per cent 


abour was, the main occupationa- 


Be co n da r y o c c u p a t i o n 


per c 


abonrer 


on were 


labourer 


n o n - a g r i c u 1 1 a r a 1 


ther* 


c u 1 1 i v a t i o n a s s e c o rs d a r y o c c u p a t i o n 



are vary limited employment opportunities in the non-agr i cultural 
sector of the economy. 

III. 12 Female yokers 

27.8 ; per cent of female household members were engaged in 
.economic activity whereas 6.6 per cent 'also reported sortie 
secondary activity (Table III. 14). 

Of the 147 working females 95.2 per cent were engaged in 
cultivation on own farm. In case of secondary occupation the most 
important category was agricultural labour in which 62, .9 per cent 
female workers were engaged (Table III. 15). Thus very few female 
household members are engaged in non-agri cultural occupations 
either in the household or outside. 

111. 13 A ge Distribution of Family Members 

The age structure of the households 'is dominated by younger 
age groups. 38. 6 per cent of the family members were below 14 
years of age, 21.2 per cent were in tne age group 14-25, about 25 
per cent m Ihe age group 25—45 and only 15.3 per cent were in the 
age groups above 45 years (Table III. 16). ' 

111. 14 Educational Profile of Family members 

04 the male household members 28.8 per cent were illiterate 
and 9.3 per cent literate. Remaining 61.9 per cent male members 
had received same formal education — 29.8 per cant upto o rimary 
level, 21.4 per cent upto secondary level, 5,5 per cent upto 
intermediate level and 5.2 per cent upto graduation level (Tael? 



cent femal 


cent 


Employment Dav 


m a year. 


n primary .occupation 


secondary 


Table III. 19 snows average annual working day 


e employment 


occupation by type of activity. In cultivation aver 


days come to 168, agricultural labourers get work for 179 day 


a year and non-agricuitural workers for 172 day 


secondary occupation average annual employment com 


85 days in dairying, 60 days in 


cultivation 


jri cultural iaoour 


and 65 days in household industry {Tab 


sizeable under-employment in the study in al 


Table XII. 1 

L 1 st of Blocks and Villages Surveyed 


District 

Block 

Village 

Allahabad 

Handiya 

Virapur Kasaudhan 


D ham u pu r ' ■ 

Karari Bade 1 1 

Azamgarh 

Thskma 

Chatter pur 


Lalganj ' 

Chauki Deogaon 

Etah 

Sak it 

A as pur 


Sakit 

N i g a h H a s & a n p u r 

Etawah 

Achhalda 

Guwari 


Bi dhuna 

Ba f uwa 

Fateh pur 

Ai ray a 

Sake l i 


Bahuwa 

H a s s a n p u r A k u r i a 

lia i n pu. r i 

Sul. tang an j 

Sul tanganj 


r-y;r; : .r Karhal r'i 

Bhan t*e e 

Pratapqarh 

Patti 

Ohidhuee 


A s h p u r - Deo sara 

Bhushr 

Rae Bareli 

Hare hand pur 

Gulupur 


Am a van 

B a 1 1 a — B a w a r i 

Sul tan pur 

Bhaddn iyya 

Sakarsee 


Lambhuva 

Dhariya Mau 




table III. 3 


Distribution of Respondents fov Caste C H i min On I y > 


Distr ict 

Upper 

Caste 

Backward 

Caste 

Scheduled 

Casts 

Scheduled 

Caste 

Total 

A3, lahabad 

11 

(53.005 

7 

(35.00) 

2 

(10. .00) 

- 

20 

( 100.00) 

Azamgarh 

3 

(13.795 

13 

(68.43) 

3 

(13.79) 

— 

19 

< 100.00) 

Etah 

5 

(37.78) 

9 

( 50 . 00 ) 

3 

( 16.67) 

.4 

i 

( 5.58) 

IS 

( 100.00) 

Etawah 

8 

< 40 . 00 5 

; 4 

(20.00) 

8 

( 40 . OC ) 

- 

20 

( 100.00) 

Fateh pur 

7 

( 35 . 00 5 

2 

( 10.00) 

11 

( 35 „ 00 ) 

- 

20 

( 100-00) 

Main pur i 

3 

( 15.79) 

10 

(32.63) 

.•> 

o 

<31 .38) 

.... 

19 

(100.00) 

P.ra’tapgarh 

• 5 

(31.245 

. : 5 ' ■ 

(31.24) 

6 

(37.50) 

..... 

16 

( 100.00) 

Rae Bareli 

14 

(70.00) 

1 

( 3.00) 

5 

(25.00) 

..... 

20 

(100.00) 

Sul tan pur 

3 . ;I 

(16.67) 

(53.55) 

3 

. (27.78) 

- 

18 

( 100.00) 

Total 

59 

(34.70) 

61 

(35.88) 

49 

(28.83) 

1 ‘ 

( 5.00) 

170 

(100.00) 


Note : Figures given in parentheses denote percentages. 



Non-backward 


es denote 




Districts 

Male ... 

Female 

Total 

Allahabad 

^.35 

4.20 

8.55 


(50,87) 

(49.13) 

(100.00) 

Azamgarh 

3.15 

3.60 

5.75 


(54.79) 

(45.21) 

(100.00) 

Etah . 

4.25 

3.30 

7.55 


(56.29) 

(43.71) 

o 

o 

t 

o 

o 

Etawah 

3.60 

2.00 

5.60 


(64.28) 

(35.72) 

(100.00) 

Fatehpur 

. 3.60 

3.15 

6.75 . 


(53.33) 

(46.67) 

(100.00) 

Main pur i 

3.80 

3.05 ' 

6.85 


(55.48) 

(44.52) 

«****» 

»A 

o 

o 

9 

o 

o 

w 

Pratapgarh 

3.30 

2.80 

6.10 


(54.10) 

(45.90) 

(100.00) 

Rae Bareli 

4.15 

2.75 

6.90 


(60.14) 

(39.86) 

(100.00) 

Sul tan pur 

3.65 

2.60 

A at 25 


(58.40 

(41.60 

(100.00) 

All Districts 

3.76 

(56.12) 

2.94 

(43.88) 

6.70 

(100.00) 


Note : Figures in brackets show per cent to total. 


Table . X X X . 4 

Distribution of Family Members By Sex Per 


Household 
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Status 


Districts Child- Student Working Uneap- House- Disabled Total 
ren loyed wife 4 

Retired 


Allahabad 18.13 25.73 33.92 1.75 19.30 1.71 100.00 


Azaagarh 26.08 20.00 48.70 0.87 3.48 0.87 100.00 


Etawah 


Fatehpur 15.55 25.18 37.04 1.48 18.52 2.23 100.00 


Hainpuri 


Pratapgarh 22.13 17.22 41. 8G 


Rae Bareli 12.32 37.68 31.15 


Sultanpur 14.40 28.00 41.60 


All 

Districts 15.00 28.69 39.22 1.00 14.68 1.41 100.00 



Districts Below 25-35 35-45 45-55 55-50 60 and 


Allahabad 


Azamgarh 


Fatehpur 


Mainpuri 


Figures in brackets show per cent to total 


3 

35 

52 

40 

19 

31 180' 

1.66) 

(19.44) 

(28.69) 

(22.22) 

(10,55) 

(17.22) (100.00) 







Districts 

Illite- 

rate 

Literate Primary Secondary 

Inter- Sradua- 
ffifdiate tion 

Total 

Allahabad 

5 

(25.00) 

6 

(30.00) 

6 

(30.00! 


2 

(10.00) 

1 

£ 5.00) 

£0 

(100.00) 

Azaisgarh 

13 

(65.00) 

2 

(10.00! 

. 5 

(25.00) 

; - 

- 

- 

20 

(100.00) 

Etah 

5 

(25.00) 

, 3 
(15.00) 

7 

(35.00) 

3 

(15.00! 

1 

( 5.00) 

1 

( 5,00) 

20 ' 

(100,00! 

Etawah 

9 

(45.00) 

6 

(30.00! 

5 

(25.00! 




20 

(100,00) 

Fatehpur 

10 

(50.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

6 

(30.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

l 

(10.00) 

* 

20 

(100.00) 

Hainpuri 

6 

(30.00) 

4 

(20.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

5 

(25.00) 

1 

{ 5.00) 

3 

(15.00) 

20 

(100,00) 

Pratapgarh 

7 

(35.00) 

2 

(10.00) 

3 

(15.00) 

5 

(25.00) 

1 

( 5.001 

2 

(10.00) 

20 

(100.00) 

Rae Bareli 

§ 

(40.00) 

2 

(10.00) 

3 

(15.00! 

5 

(5.00) 

1 

i 5.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

20 

(100.00) 

Sultanpur 

10 

(50.00) 

3 

£15.00) 

4 

(20.00) 

1 

. ( 5.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

1 

< 5.00) 

20 

(100.00) 

Total 4 ;:';: 

73 

(40.53) 

29 

(16.12) 

40 

(22.23) 

20 

(11.12) 

9 

( 5.00) 

9 

( 5.00) 

(100.00) 


Nats ! Figurif in brackets the# per cent to total. 



Districts 

Cultiva- 
tion on 
own 

Fans 

Cultiva- Agricul- 
vation on ture 
other Labour 

Fans 

Non-agri- 

culture 

Labour 

- Busi- 
ness 

Service 

Total 

Allahabad 

SO 

1100.00) 

• 


- 

- 

- 

20 

(100.00) 

Azangarh 

SO 

(100.00! 



- ; 

- 


20 

(100,005 

Etah 

15 

(75.00) 

1 

(5.00) 

2 

(10.00) 

- 

2 

(10.00) 

- 

20 

(100.00) 

Etawah 

20 

(100.00) 


- 

- 

- 

- 

20 

(100.00! 

Fatebpur 

12 

(60.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

2 

( 10 . 00 ) 

4 

( 20 . 00 ) 

- 

1 

( 5.005 

20 

(100.00) 

Hainpuri 

16 

(80.00) 

- 

- 

' 

- 

4 

(20.00) 

20 

(100.00) 

Pratapgarh 

20 

(100.00) 


- 

- 


- 

20 

(100.00) 

Rae Bareli 

20 

(100.00) 

. 


- 


- 

20 

(100.00) 

Sultanpur 

20 

(100.00! 

;i.v' 




- 

20 

(100.00) 

Total 

163 

( 90.56) 

w% 

( 1.11) 

4 

i 2.22) 

4 

( 2.22! 

2 

( 1,11) 

. 5 

( 2.78) 

180 

(100.00) 


Nate * Figures in brackets show per cent to total. 
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Mary Non-agri- Bussnm Housi- Constru- Transport Ssrvics Other 
culture hold ction 

Labour Industry 


Allahabad 


Azaagarh 


Fatehpur t> 
( 50 . 00 ) 


Mainpuri 


Sultan pur 


tots i Figurti in brackets shw Ptr cent to total 



era- 


4.43 
2.45 
5.02 
2. 78 
5.34 
4.73 
.52 
.69 
3.27 


Per Household 


res in Acres) 


Leased Area Leased 


d Area 


10 


0.12 




Districts 


Allahabad 5 


Etawah 


Fatehpur 


Mainpuri 


Pratapgarh 5 


Sultanpur 


fill 


Note r Figures given in parentheses denote percentages to total 
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Business Const- Service Total 
• tuition 


fultiva- ftgricul- Allied Non- 

tion on ' krai Agricul- Agricul 

Others Labour tural Labour 

c f -r* Activities 


Districts 


Allahabad 


(3.57) (100.00) 


56 

( 100 . 00 ) 


Azaagarh 


( 103 . 00 ) 


(13.50) (2.08! (2.08! <4.17) <100.00) 


(66.675 (4.17) 


(3.28) (100.00) 


(73.44) 


Fatehpur 


( 6 , 00 ) ( 100 , 00 ) 


(34.00) (4.00! (i.GOi (4.00) (24.00) 


Mainpuri 


(8.93) (100.00) 


( 3.57) 


Pratapgarh 


(1.96) (100.00) 


( 3.72) 


(74.12) 


Rae Bareli 


(6.98) (100.00) 


(90.735 


32 

( 100 . 00 ) 


Sultanpur 


(100.03) 


414 4 3 3 22 1 1 18 473 

(87.53) (1.275 (1.59) (9.63) (4.65) (0.21) (0.21) (3.81) (100.00) 


Figures given in parentheses denote percentages 
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Distribution of Family Members fa* 


Cultiva- Cultiva- Agricul 
lion on tion on tural 
Own Farm Others Labour 
Farm 


Districts 


Dairy Allied Non- 

Agricul- Agricul 
tural Labour 

Activities 


Business House- Const' 

■ hold tuctii 

Industry 


Allahabad 

1 

2 

11 


2 

2 

2 

2 



v . 

22 


(4.55 

(9.09) 

(50.00) 


(9.09) 

(9.09! 

(9.09) 

(9.09! 



doo.oo) : 

Azangarh 

- 

- 

3 

2 


a 


w 

1 

2 

16 [V 




(18.75) 

(12.50) 


(50.00) 



(6.25) 

(12.30! 

(100.00) |J; 

Etah 

7 

4 

1 

- ■ ; 

m 

1 

3 

■ 

. — ^ ' 


16 | 


(43.75) 

(24.00) 

(6.25) 



(6.25) 

(18.75) 




(100.00) 

Etawah 

- 

- 

6 

- 

wr 

7 

m 

■' . m : ' 

** 

6 

19 




(31.58) 



(36.84) 




(31.58) 

(100.00) 

Fatehpur 

S 

- 

1 


Mil 

5 

3 

m 

■m ' 

1 

\M 

18 


(44.45) 


(5.55) 



(27.78) 

(16.67) 



(5.55) 

(100,00) 

Hainpuri 

4 

4 

1 

- 

2 

6 

2 

1 

' ■ yv'- V. ; - 

\ 

21 


(19.05) 

(19.05) 

(4.76) 


(9.52) 

(28.58) 

(9.52) 

(4.76) 


(4.76) 

(100.00) 

v " : : . : '■ v 

Pratapgarh 

9 

2 

12 

i 

2 


*» 

w . 

M. 

m 

s 

26 ;•? 


(34.62) 

(7.69) 

(46,15) 

(3.85) 

(7.69) 






. (100.00) 

Rae Bareli 

1 

- 

14 

- 

- 

2 

5 

.'V . ■ ~: m XxX/Xv 

Ml. . ' ^ 

5 

27 ! 


(3.70) 


(51.85) 



(7.415 

(18.52) 



(18.525 

. (100.00) P 

Sultanpur 

- 

- 

5 

1 

- 

13 




** , 

19 




(26.32) 

(5.26) 


(68,42) 





(100.005 |j 

Total 

30 

12 

54 

4 

6 

44 

15 

3 li 

: XX- 1 

13 

184 


(16.30) 

(6.52) 

(29.35) 

(2.17) 

(3.26) 

(23.91) 

(8.16) 

(1.63) 

(0.54) 

(8.16) 

(100.00) 


Table • III. 14 


Distribution 

of Female Workers bv 

Primary and. Seconds™ 

Occupation 

Districts 

Primary Activity 

Secondary Activity 

Allahabad 

HO 

H 


(23. IS) 

( 2.3S) 

Azamgarh 

24 

— 


(46.15) 


Etah 

1 1 

E 


(16.67) 

< 3.05) 

^ ; : ;V : ' ; ;v.Eta^ah', ' : V ' ' : ■ ; 

■ HO 

S 


£50.00) 

(HO. 00) 

Fateh pur 

s 

E 


C IE. 70) 

( 3.17) 

Main pur i 

19 

jft 


(13.15) 

( 6.56) 

Pratapgarh 

HO 

7 


(35.71) 

C1H.50) 

Rae Bareli 

6 

r*J 


(10.91) 

< 4. £7) 

Sul tan pur 

19 

6 


(36.54) 

(11.54) 

Total 

147 

35 . 


(27.79) 



rigiifes in parentheses denote per cent of female 
workers to total female population. 


Note 



Primary 

Occupation 


1, Cultivation on own farm 


Total 


Figures in parentheses denote percentages 


Firantggj. Bl«tr> button nf FaailV Hewifetr s by Aq g JrM pi 


DiitrUts 

Below 

14 

14-86 

85-35 

* 

35-43 

45-35 

35-60 

60 and 
Above 

Total 

Allahabad 

45.03 

19.80 

15.80 

7.03 

3.26 

8.92 

5,26 

100.00 

Azangarh 

46.08 

13.05 

11.30 

13.91 

4.35 

3.48 

7.83 

100.00 

Etah 

35.09 

84.50 

14.57 

9.94 

9.94 

1.99 

3.97 

100.00 

Etawah 

30.36 

31.85 

9.88 

14.89 

7.14 

5.36 

1.79 

100.00 

Fatehpur 

37.04 

18.58 

14.07 

9.63 

10,37 

4.44 

5.93 

100.00 

Hainpuri 

34.31 

81.17 

10.94 

17.58 

6.57 

1.46 

8.03 

100.00 

Pratapgarh 

40.16 

17.81 

19.67 

7.38 

4.98 

3.28 

7.38 

100.00 

Rai Barili 

40.38 

83.19 

18.38 

9.48 

7.85 

2.17 

5.07 

100.00 

Sultanpuf 

36.80 

83.80 

18.40 

9.60 

4.80 

1.60 

5.60 

100.00 



Distribution o£ Family Members by Education 


Districts Illiterate Literate Primary Secondary Intermediate Graduate 


Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 


Allahabad 22.99 75.00 £.05 4.76 33.33 16.67 19.54 3.57 4.60 


Azamgarh 46.03 26.54 11.12 3.85. 30.16 


Etawah 22.22 47.50 11.11 12.50 31.94 27.50 20.83 12.50 11.11 


Fatehpur 31.94 63.49 6.94 6.35 36.11 23.81 15.28 4.76 8.33 1.59 1.39 


Hainpuri 23.68 42.62 


Sultanpur 



Table III. 18 
Working Days 


'imary and 




Districts 


Primary 


Secondary 


* Q *r «& I 


Allahabad 

168 

Asamgarh 

158 

Etah 

198 

Etawah 

197 

Fatehpur 

191 

Mainpuri 

176 

Pratapgarh 

|5; 153 

Rae Bareli 

209 


Sultan pur 
Total 


Note = Employment Days have been calculated for the Mryer 
m Primary activity. worKar 
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Districts 


Culti- Culti- Agrieul- Allied fan- 

vition vatton tural Agricul- Agr 

on Dim on labour tural tun 

Far* Others Activi- Labi 

Far* ties 


Busi- Gonstr- Service 
ness uction 


Allahabad 161 


Azaigarh 


Etawab 


Fatehpur 200 120 143 150 152 


Hainpuri 164 


Pratapgarh 152 


Sultanpur 128 


fate s £*ploy*ent Days have been calculated for persons engaged 
in the particular activity. 



Sots s Employment Days havi 
Particular Activity 


Allahabad 

30 

23 

67 


105 

50 

150 

58 

- 

- 

Az«igarh 

- 

25 

75 

- 

74 

« 

- 

60 

315 

i Etah 

112 

25 

150 

- 

h 

50 

117 

- 

- 

- 

Etawah 

i 

82 

/** ■■ 

- 

60 

- 

- 

- 

343 

Fatehpur 

101 

30 

T 

- 

96 

93 

- 

- 

100 

Hainptlri 

38 

125 

80 

- 

260 

73. 

150 

BO 

- 

300 

Pratapgarh 

30 

63 

66 

100 

90 

- 

- 

- 

* 

■ - 

Rae Bareli 

150 

44 

- 

- 

53 

108 

- 

- 

174 

Sultan pur 

! • 

- 

78 

90 

- 

51 

- 

- 

- 

- 



Districts 

Culti- 

Culti- 

Agrieul- Dairy 

Allied 

Hon- Busi- 

House- Constr- Service 

III! 


vation 

vation 

tural 

Agricul- 

Agricul- ness 

hold uction 

it 


on Own 

on 

Labour 

tural 

tural 

Industry 

Ml 


Far® 

Others 


Activi- 

Labour 


11 



Far® 


ties 







CHAPTER IV 


IV. 1 Introduction 


In this chapter we have discussed th 


cropping pattern as well as extent and sources of irrigation on 


the sample farms on the basis of the information furnished by the 


respondents 


development on the one hand and the efficiency of land resource 


of operated area under different uses on the sample farm 


Over 


the sample farms. The households of district Asamgarh have 


area sown 


operated area) followed by district Allahabad (where net area 


sown 


area under cultivation is only around 61 per cent of the operated 


Data on wasteland found in the sample households of 9 


rea under 


operated area is under wasteland. The proportion of 



ft 4 

The practice of leaving fallow land is not found common j n 
the sample households of the project- area. The sample households 
in districts like Azamna-h * "tah, Etawah and Mainpuri have not 
reported any fallow land. Data pertaining to area under orchards 
reveals that fruit CM.lt.iv.nt?. or* is not found in the sample 
villages. Dn an nMerroe c~ty 3.5 per cent , of the operated 'area is 
kept for orchards by the sample households. Sample households in 
three districts did nr?. r~ - *r? any area under orchard, namely, 
Etah, Etawah and, Mainpuri. 

Table IV. 2 indicates ne~ Household area under different land 
uses. Per household • ,pt ■■■■-': - ^rwn is worked out to 3.2S acres. 
It varies from 1.70 acres in district Etawah to 6.0G acres in 
district Rae Bareli, Per household average operated area is 
recorded at 4.47 acres. However differentials are found among the 
sample districts. In district Etah, per household operated area 
is lowest <2.7S acres), it is highest in district Rae 

Bareli C7.69 acres). Area under orchards and area kept under 
fallow is not significant in the sample households. Gn an 
average, per household area under wasteland is 0.94 acres. It 
vanes from 0.18 acre in district Azamgarh to -.64 acres in 

district Mainpuri. Aaout 43 her cent of area under wasteland was 
■ reported to foe cul t. wrr- n ? \ s 


Taking all the samplr 
ayera gp. gross crroor 
, w&ri ^'tlon is a fos r rv o t* 


.together y per c household 

de-ci £it. 5m. S3, ■ .a,cr&3 » ", ■■ A wide 

‘.I ie districts., in grosr . cropped 

Area at household level, Aron? . gg DPr rpnt ■* t . * . . 

■ ■ per c an u c? the net ar-ea sow 
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sown is cultivated more than once. The percentage of net sown 
area >own more than once is recorded highest in district Etah C9S 
per cent). The corresponding figure is found only 47. E per cent 
in district Etawah (Table IV. 2>. . < 

IV. 3 Land Degradation : 

Table IV. 3 reports per household cultivated area suffering 
from different degree of land degradation on account of wind and 
soil erosion T salinity, alkalinity, -etc- The extent of land 
degradation comes to 36 per cent of the area under cultivation for 
the sample as a whole. But in districts fizamgarh, Etawah and 
Mainpuri the proportion of degraded land was found to be much 
higher. Nearly half of the degraded area was suffering from a 
moderate or severe deg ree of land degradation. Again the degree 
of land degradation was found to be above average in district 
Azamgarh and Mainpuri. 


IV. 4 Cropping Pattern 

As shown in Table IV. 4 paddy and wheat are the main crops 
grown by the sample households in the project area, constituting 
more than 80 per cent of the total cropped area. Paddy alone 
shares about 42 per cent of the total cropped area. Though ether 
crops such as jowar, bajra, maize and pulses in Khar if season and 
barley, oilseeds and potato in Rabi season are also cultivated by 
the sample households in the project area, but these Oops do not 
- cover a significant area. 93.5 per cent of cropped area is under 
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foodgrains. Merely 6.5 per cent of the total cropped area U 
under commercial crops such as oilseeds, sugarcane and vegetables. 
In Etah district area under paddy and wheat (S-4.9 per cent) was 
Relatively lower, while area under maize and pulses was relatively 
.'Higher. 

IV. 5 Irrigation and Its Sources , 

Table IV. 5 shows the proportion of irrigated area under 
different crops on the sample farms. Tsikitsg all the sample 
..households together, it is found that 93.3 per cent of the gross 
cropped area is irrigated by different sources. By and large a 

similar pattern is recorded as far as proportion of irrigated 

. ' . . . ■ : : .. . • ^ "t ■ :'-o ' 

area in total gross cropped area is concerned among the sample 

districts. About 97.74 per cent of the gross cropped area is 
irrigated under paddy crop with a marginal variation among the 
districts. Districts Azamgarh, Fatehpur and Pratapgarh have all 
the area under paddy crop under irrigation. In the case of wheat, 
almost all the districts have fully irrigated area. In the case 
of sugarcane and potato crops whole area is found irrigated in the 
sample households (Table IV. 5). Similarly the area under oilseeds 
is fully irrigated in all the districts except in district Rae 
Bareli where the corresponding figure stands at SO per cent. Area 
under coarse cereals like jowar, hajra, maize, gram and pulses 
receives relatively lower extent of- irrigation. 

' ^ looking at the high proportion of irrigated area .on '.the- 1 

;sample farms, one must remember that a field receiving even on* 

: ■ w : : . : ; : ■: :. ^ ■ ■ - ' ' v ; . ../ . - : ’. : tS 

si n;: V - : ; ; : ; : ; ; , y . , :ii 


are 


the 


irrigation is included in the irrigated area* Canals are the 
major source of irrigation in the study area, from <*fhich water 
supply is highly irregular arid inadequate. The proportion of area 
irrigated more than once is quite low. Curing the field visit the 
villagers made a strong plea for greater water facility. 

For all the sample households nearly 40 per cent area was 
irrigated by canals , another 40 per cent area was irrigated by 
tubewells and about 20 per cent by pumpsets (Table IV. 6). There 
are, however, marked differences across villages in the relative 
importance of different means of irrigation. The practice of 
hiring out water frdto tlibewells atjd pumpsets is quit# common and 
accounts for nearly half of the area irrigated by these means. 
Adding area irrigated by canals to this, irrigation through hired 
sources would come to nearly 60 per cent of total irrigated area. 


IflfSSS'SS’ 


PJ 


• 4 ! > 
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Mi m 

£ll HfflllMl kuyaiit Different land Hill 

(Acres) 


Districts 

Net Falls® 
Area Land 
Sow 

Or- Waste- 
chards land 

Total Gross 
Opera* Crop* 
ted pod 
Area Area 

Area 

Soot 

Hors 

than 

Ones 

Cropping 

Inten- 

sity 

Allahabad 

3.69 

0.09 

0.22 

0.43 

4.43 

6.3 

2.6 

170 

Azatgarh 

2.25 

' - 

0.02 

0,18 

2.45 

3.9 

1.7 

176 

Etah 

3.47 

- 

- 

1.56 

5.02 

6.9 

3.4 

198 

Eta«ah 

1.70 

- 


1.08 

2.78 

2.5 

0.8 

148 

Fatehpur 

3.43 

0.02 

0,37 

1,33 

5.34 

6.8 

3.3 

198 

Mainpuri 

2.89 

- 

- 

1.84 

4.73 

5.0 

2.6 

189 

Pratapgarh 

3.25 

0.25 

0.43 

0.60 

4.52 

5.9 

2.7 

183 

Rae Bareli 

6.00 

0.72 

0.37 

0.61 

7.69 

10.9 

4.9 

181 

Sultanpur 

2.30 

0.20 

0.15 

0.62. 

3,27 

3.9 

1.6 

170 

Total 

3.22 

0.13 

0.17 

0.94 

4.47 

5,8 

2,6 

132 
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Table IV. 3 


Per Household Cultivated Area Suffering From 
Degradation (Acres > 


Districts 

Mild 

Degradation 

Moderate 

Degradation 

Service 

Degradation 

Total 

Allahabad 

0.22 

( 5 * 83 ) 

0.46 

( 12 . 54 ) 

0.18 

(4.76) 

0.86 
( 23 . 13 ) 

Azamgarh 

0.72 

( 31 . 76 ) 

1.30 

( 57 . 91 ) 

- 

2.02 

(89.67) 

Etah 

0.36 

( 10 . 46 ) 

0.05 

( 1 . 44 ) 

- 

0.41 

(11.90) 

Etawah 

1.56 

( 91 . 91 ) 

- ■ 


1 .58 
(91.91) 

Fatehpur 

0.19 

( 5 . 55 ) 

- 

0.03 

(0.73) 

0.22 

(6.28) 

Mainpuri 

0.26 

( 8 . 91 ) 

1.73 

( 59 . 99 ) 

- 

1.99 

(68.90) 

Pratapgarh 

0.50 

( 15 . 52 ) 

0.16 

( 4 . 98 ) 

0.14 

( 4 . 42 ) 

0.80 

(24.92) 

Rae Bareli 

-r :; " i . o 3 
( 17 . 23 ) 

0.71 

( 11 . 88 ) 

0.16 

(2.33) 

1.90 

(31.64) 

Sultanpur 

0.62 

( 26 . 97 ) 

0.15 

( 6 . 52 ) 

- 

0.77 

( 33.49 

Total 

0.61 

( 13 . 85 ) 

0.51 

( 15 . 79 ) 

0.05 

(1.71) 

1.17 , V 
(36.35) 


s Figures in brackets show percentage to total 
operated area. 


Note 



Wff«rwit,Crj>« at Per cent at Gross Cropped Area . 

Paddy Jwar BajVa «tiz» Pulses Wheat Barley Graft Oil Sugar- Potato Others Total 

Seeds cane Crop- 


Allahabad 41, 6 


Azatgarh 46,1 


Etawah 


Fatehpur 47,6 2,0 


Nainpuri 42,7 0.9 1,1 0.2 4,8 43.1 


Pratapgarh 46.9 1,0 


Sultan pur 47,7 
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' Ms IViS 

Ell Maili Area y^er Clops on Sau>le Eattl 


Districts 

Paddy 

Jowar 

Bajra 

Maize 

Pulses 

Wheat Barley 

Grai 

Oil Sugar- 
Seeds cane 

Petals 

Total 

Crop- 

ped 

Area 

Allahabad 

99,3 

% 

68.5 

; 

37,0 

100.0 

<* 

17.3 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

93.1 

Azasgarh 

100.0 


- 

- 

52.4 

100.0 

~ 

- 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

93.8 

Etah 

99.4 

66.7 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 100.0 

- 

100.0 

- 

100.0 

90.0 

Etawah 

100.0 

- 


- 

- 

100.0 

- 


- 

100.0 

100.0 

88.1 

Fatehpur 

98.3 

100.0 


- 

100.0 

98,1 100.0 

65.8 

- 

100.0 

- 

93.3 

Mainpuri 

98.1 

62.5 

33«3 

34.8 

52.1 

100.0 

- 

- 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

89.2 

Pratapgarh 

100.0 

45.6 

7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

« 

58.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

93.7 

Rae Bareli 

97.0 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100,0 

44.5 

4,2 

80.1 

100.0 

100.0 

94.4 

Sultenpur 

98.2 

- 

- 

- 

44,1 

100.0 

- 

- 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

93.2 

Total 

97.7 

42.2 

79,5 

77.0 

77.1 

99.7 

79.1 

13.4 

82.5 

100.0 

100,0 

93.3 



Atm SH Sample Farias (F ar cent) 


Districts 


Owned* Hired Govt. 
Tube- Tube- Tube- 
wells wells wells 


Owned Hired Canals Other Total 

Pump- Pump- Sources Irriga 

sets sets ted 

Area^ . 


Allahabad 


Azamgarh 


Etah 


Etawah 


Fatehpur 


Mainpuri 


Pratapgarh 28.5 10.1 


Rae Bareli 42.3 3.6 


Sultanpur 


Total 



CHAPTER V 


ftori cultural 


V.1 Introduction 


Agricultural economy of U.P* has undergone substan 


changes particularly since mid-sixtees. These changes are 


reflected in the technological changes leading to significant 


improvement in productivity and output of various crops 


also a well known fact that the dynamism in the agricultural 


economy 


When we view the agricultural economy of our sample 


households of the project area, we notice that its present level 
is comparatively less developed as compared to that of the state 


our 


survey of the project area are discussed in this 


Per acre productivity of major food and non— food crops except 
oilseeds has been found to be com pa rat i vel v low in the oroiect 


area (Table V.1) 


the two main 


cereals, are only about 


hree— fourth and two— third respectively of 


une * 4 ' ct, ' e ievei yields of these crops. Highest yield of paddy was 
found at 1081 Kg. per acre in Etah district, whereas it was as low 


per acre in Sultanpur district 



productivity of wheat has been found to be varying from 4£S kg. 
per acre in Fat eh pur district to 1088 kg. per acre in Main pur i 
district. 


of pulses in the project area is even less than one 


fourth of the state average. It 


Pratapgarh district and lowest <130 k 


commercial 


sugarcane and potato has been found to be 


less than half of the state average 


yield is found in Pratapgarh district C5E9.6 kg. per acre) 


case of potato yield varies from 648 kg* per acre in Sultanpur 


we observe quite a different situation in case of 


However 


which is slightly higher in the project 


area than the state average 


also varies from 


per acre in Rae Barely district to 650 kg. per acre in Azamgarh 


of cultivated land coupled with lack of 


crop productivity in the project area 


agricultural produce per acre m 
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ict to Rs.1047 in Etawab dist 




Cost per acre of net area sown has been found to oe Rs . 1416 which 
constitutes 41 per Cent of the gross value of agricultural 
produce. The gross value per acre of net area sown has been found 
to be highest in Etah district, i.e. Rs .5672 and lowest in 
Sultanpur district, i.e. Rs. 1921 . Lowest net value is realised 
in Pratapgarh district i.e. Rs.984 while Etah district had highest 
net value of agricultural produce per acre of net area sown 
CRs.3901. 

The average output-input ratio comes to 2.4, but it shows a 
large variation from 1.7 to 3.3. Differences in value 
productivity and output— input ratio seem to be related largely to 
the differences in average yields. In case of Etah the quality of 
soil was found to be better and farmers were specialising in 
vegetable cultivation. In case of Mainpuri , however, both higher 
yields and large"- area under high value crops raised the value 
productivity inspite of poor quality of soil. 

V.4 Input Structure 

We have computed cost per acre by including all expenses on 
inputs, wages, rent, bullock labour, etc. whether purchased or 
supplied by the cultivator himself. Value of family labour has, 
however , not been taken into account. 

Cos of various inputs used in agricultural operations has 
come fcO Rs.747 per acre of gross cropped area of the total sample 
households. It has also been found to be varying from Rs .505 

rid t /'"flab 1 e> 


The main items of expenditure are bullocks (Rs .213) , fertiliser 
(Rs. "131 > 7 irrigation (Rs.99) , hired labour (Rs .93) and seeds 


(Rs. 100) 


However, at the inter-district level, the input cost 


•structure is not the same as what we observe at the aggregative 
level of the project area (Table V.4). In Rae Bareli and 
Fateh pur districts, the cost of hired labour per acre of gross 
cropped area has come out to be highest i.e., Rs. 186 and Rs. 101 
respectively which constitutes 26 per cent and 17 per cent 
respectively of total input cost. Similarly the share of 
fertiliser cost is highest in Sultanpur , which is around 28 per 
cent of the total cost. In other districts fertiliser cost is 
second most important item in their total input cost, accounting 
for between 16 and 23 per cent respectively of their total input 
cost (Table V.4) . ' 


Hired labour accounts for 12.4 per cent of total cost. Share 
of seed and manure in cost comes to 13.4 and 6.8 per cent and that 
of hired machinery 8.9 per cent, while expenses on pesticides are 
nominal . 

It was also found that only 25 per cent of seed requirements 
are purchased. Expenses on hired bullock labour are negligible. 
Manure is also supplied by the cultivators themselves. Qn the 
whole about 50 per cent of inputs are purchased and 50 per cent 
are provided by the farmers. 







V.5 Marketing of Produce 

Per farm values of output produced, output retained far home 
consumption and output sold are Rs. 10,925, Rs.6,309 and Rs.4,616 
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respectively in the project area (Table V-5; . Thus out of the 
total value of output produced around 58 per cent is consumed by 
the households themselves and rest 42 per cent is marketed. Thus 
per farm marketed surplus of agricultural produce is not 
substantial. The generation of marketed surplus in some of the 
sample districts like Sul tan pur, Pratapgarh and Azamgarh is so 
poor that the households of these districts could market less than 
twenty per cent of the total value of output produced and used 
more than eighty per cent of it for domestic consumption. The 
range of variation in the proportion of the per farm value of 
output sold for home consumption has been found to be lowest i.e. 
36 per cent in Rae Bareli district and highest 85 per cent in 
Sultanpur district. Small size of holdings coupled with low 
yields has restricted the marketable surplus in the project area. 
Thus, our analysis reveals that farming in the project area is 
still largely subsistence oriented and the degree of monetization 
is not high. 



Districts Paddy Jo war Bajra Maize Pulses Wheat Barley Gram Oil Sugar- Potato 

Seeds cane 


Allahabad 741 


Azamgarh 


11250 5160 


Etawah 


Fatehpur 


387 393 12000 1164 


Mainpuri 


Pratdpgarh 605 323 


Rae Bareli 9S7 291 


Sultan pur 457 


Tab 1 6 V. 2 


Gross Value, Net Value and Cost Per Acre of 
Net Area Sown in the Sample Farms 

(Rs.) 


Districts 

Gross Value 

Net Value 

Per Cost 
„ # 

Acre 

Output-Input 

Ratio 

Allahabad 

2742 

1390 

l vSI>£l 

2*0 

Azamgarh 

2879 

1650 

1229 

.2*3 

Etah 

'.'5672 

3902 

1770 

3.2 

Etawah 

3229 

1684 

1545 

2.1 

Fateh pur 

2910 

1710 

1200 

2.4 

Main pur i 

4806 

3333 

1473 

3.3 

Pra.tapga.rh 

2393 

;;.vT. 984 

fl 1409 

1.7 

Rae Bareli 

3425 

2004 

1421 

2.4 

Sultan pur 

1921 Vt';., 

1060 

861 

2.2 

Total 

' 3394 ' 

■.1978- 

1416 

2.4 


Excludes family labour 
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Mil U 

Eh toi at Scasi Cfofiped area sa in 


Districts Hired Seed few- Ferti- Pssti- Hired Bullock Irrtga- Sent Total 

Labour re liser tides fechi- labour tidn Land Cost 

nery Charges Reve- 

nue 


Allahabad 

41 

97 

49 

138 

17 

59 

299 

84 

8 

792 

Azasgarh 

9 

100 

30 

157 

2 

13 

287 

92 

6 

696 

Etah 

123 

101 

SO 

144 

20 

82 

183 

154 

4 

891 

Etavah 

50 

143 

19 

124 

- 

- 

625 

86 

- 

1047 

Fatihpur 

101 

74 

77 

50 

2 

69 

91 

130 

- 

593 

feinpuri 

66 

121 

56 

186 

2 

50 

204 

112 

31 

848 

Pratapgarh 

60 

86 

38 

129 

3 

21 

349 

74 

5 

765 

Rae Bareli 

186 

107 

45 

135 

17 

35 

102 

76 

7 

710 

Sul tan pur 

22 

93 

29 

141 

2 

21' 

122 

74 

1 

505 

Total 

93 

100 

51 

i31 

9 

44 

213 

. 99 

7 

747 
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Table M 

Proportion si Mftinai IbM Cm! ia Mai Cgsj M ik 
SaickEatas 

(Per cent) 


Districts 

Hired 

labour 

Seed Manu- 
re 

Ferti- 

liser 

Pesti- 

cides 

Hired 

Machi- 

nery 

Bullock 

labour 

Irriga- 

tion 

Charges 

Rent Total 
land Cost 
Reve- 
nue 

Allahabad 

5,1 

12.2 

6.1 

17.5 

2.2 

7.5 

37.8 

10.5 

1.1 

100,0 

Azaagarh 

1.4 

14.3 

4.3 

22.6 

0.2 

1.9 

41.2 

13.2 

0.9 

100.0 

Etah 

13.8 

11.3 

9.0 

16.2 

2.3 

9.2 

20.5 

17.3 

0.4 

100.0 

Etawah 

4.7 

13.7 

1.8 

11.9 

- 

- 

59,7 

8.2 

- 

100.0 

Fatehpur 

17,0 

12.4 

12.9 

8.5 

0.4 

11.6 

15.2 

21.9 

0.1 

100.0 

Hainpuri 

10.0 

14.3 

6.6 

21.9 

0.2 

5.9 

24.1 

13.2 

3.6 

100.0 

Pratapgarh 

7,8 

11.2 

5.0 

16.8 

0.4 

2.8 

45,6 

9.7 

0.7 

100.0 

Rae Bareli 

28.2 

15.2 

6.3 

19.1 

2.3 

4.9 

14.4 

10.6 

1.0 

100.0 

Sultanpur 

4.2 

18,5 

5.6 

27.9 

0.5 

4.2 

24.2 

14.6 

0.3 

100.0 

Total 

12.4 

13.4 

6,8 

17.6 

1.2 

5.9 

28.6 

13,2 

0.9 

100.0 
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i Out pat . Home Cons 
J3H the Sample Farms 


Output Retained 
for Home 
Consumption 


10077 

( 51 ) 


5507 

( 100 ) 


9966 

( 100 ) 


13866 

( 100 ) 


Mainpur i 


1410 

(ia> 


7778 

( 100 ) 


20544 

( 100 ) 


4417 

( 100 ) 


4616 

( 42 ) 


10925 

( 100 ) 


Note 


CHAPTER Vi 

& ar-n-Econotaic: Practices, and Farmerl s Attitudes 

VI. 1 Introduction 

In this chapter we have discussed important agro-ecanomic 
practices like leaving fallow lands, adoption of new crops, use of 
modern inputs, etc. This is followed by a discussion of farmers 
willingness to purchase and sell irrigation water, their attitudes 
about leasing and their interaction with the block level 
functionaries. 

VI. 2 Fallow Land 

The number of farmers leaving their cultivated land as fallow 
has been found to be quite low confined to only 5- per cent of the 
total respondents of the project area (Table VI. 15. Such farmers 
were found mainly in the districts of Rae Bareli and Pratapgarh. 
In general majority of these farmers leave their land as fallow 
for 2-3 years duration (Table VI. 15. 

VI. 3 Adoption of New C r o ps 

The cropping pattern in the project area does not seem to 
have undergone any change in recent years as majority of the 
sample farmers did not report adoption of any new crop in recent 
years. We find that only 11 farmers have adopted new crops out of 
which 6 farmers adopted wheat cultivation and one each paody. 



sugarcane, arhar, moong and potato. Most of these farmers belong 
to the districts of Allahabad followed by farmers of Pratapgarh 


of seeds used indicates that around 54 per cent of 


district and 20 per cent in Sul tan pur district. These di 


by the farmers of the project area 


VI. 5 Use of Modern Inpu 


cent use cowflung , 


compost, S3 pe 


hemical fertiliser has become widespread 
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district. The green manure which is one of ‘•he major 
n sodic land reclamation is being used by a small number 
rs (about 27 per cent). In Rae Bareli, however, 65 per 
me rs used green manuring^') .'••Similarly pyrits which is the 


inputs 


by t ha farmers of the selected districts ex cep 


district. Line sowing is also not much popular in 


in view the 


land 


in the project area, it is essential that the farmers be educated 


to use modem inputs and methods of cultivation particularly 


pyrite and green manure 


Per acre consumption of manures was found to be' 596 kg.. 


he figure varied markedly from 197 kg. to 


though 


encouraging 


Again there were inter-dist ri c 


from 


is conditioned by the ownership of private water sources and the 


inadequacy of irrigation water. From both these view points we 


have observed that private irrigation sources are q 


irrigation purposes in the project area. This observe: 
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district alone (Table VI. 7). None of the 


farther support from Table VI. 6 showing willingness of farmers to 
sell and purchase irrigation water. Only 21 per cent of the total 
sample farmers are willing to sell irrigation water, whereas more 
than 78 per cent, are willing to purchase irrigation water. The 
eagerness of the farmers to purchase irrigation water can be 
gauged from the fact that the proportion of farmers who are* 
willing to buy irrigation water varies from 55 in Etah district 
to 100 per cent in Allahabad and Etawah district. Hence it can 
be concluded that there is general unfulfilled demand for 
irrigation water in the project area. 

VI. 7 Leasing— Out and Leasinq-in Land 

The leasing-out of cultivated land is not much 'prevalent in 
the project area as only 17 farmers <9 per cent) reported to have 
leased— out their land. Out of these 17 farmers 8 farmers are from 


all. Most of the farmers who ieased-out are nc 
withdrawing their leased— out land (Table VI. 7). 

The practice of leasing in of land is aiso not common in the 
project area as only 19 per cent of the total farmers reported to 
have leased, in land (Table VI. 8). In some districts like 
Sul tan pur, Mainpuri, Fateh pur, Pratapgarh and Etah, the proportion 
of leased-in farmers is relatively higher. The sample farmers of 
Etawah district did not lease in at all. the- majority ot such 
farmers who have leased in land did not express any fear of 
termination of land lease agreement (Table Vi.8; . 


farmers 

of 

if |i 

lllr 

out land 

at 

, 

||; !i 

thinking 

of 

llii 
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VI* 8 Contact with 31 ac 


The development blocks are the nodal agen c i es 
implementing various agricultural and rural development 

programmes. As Table VI . 9 reveals out of the total farmers* 35 

per cent reported that block officials never visited them, 1H p er 
cent indicated that block officials visited them in one year, 2$ 
per cent reported visits in six months and only 27 per cent in the 
last one month. In the districts of Mainpuri, Etawah , Etah, Rae 

• s' 

Bareli, Pratapgarh, Sultanpur and Azamgarh, 35 per cent to 55 per 
cent farmers expressed the view that the block officials never 
visited them. The frequency of contact was relatively more in 
Mainpuri, Allahabad, Fatehpur and Azamgarh districts. Thus in 
general the delivery system of agricultural development needs to 
be strengthened in the project area. 



His 


Distribution of Farmers 


Duration of Leaving Fallow Land No. of 

laxssissaBasssstssssassssssasssssissssBassss Res poll' 

1 Year 2 Year 3 Year dents 


Farmers 

Leaving 

Fallow 

Land 


Allahabad 


Azamgarh 


Etawah 


Fat eh pur 


Mainpuri 


Pratapgarh 


Total 


Figures in parentheses denote percentages to total 
respondents. 



( 10 . 0 ) 


,A a 


Districts 


Allahabad 

Azaogarh 


Ml J2L2 

m si Eiasatotoi is ik MseMss 
si ks Ms in SirniMi 


- t: ...,/Nn* of Crops 

Nheat Paddy Sugarcane Arhar Hoang Potato Total 

3 1 1 1 11 8 

( 15,01 ( 5 . 0 ) ( 5 . 0 ) ( 5 . 0 ) ( 5 , 0 ) ( 5 . 0 ) ( 40 , 0 ) 


Iliil fl 

tun 


L j |||} At 

Etawah 


hit ill! 

y 41; f H 

Fatehpur 

- 


Hainpuri 

. 

}l li!; iff | 

fi! ,f£ h) 

Pratapgarh 

2 

(10.0) 

ft lr •* 

mtt 

mUh:'.' 

Rae Bareli 

1 

( 5.0) 


Sultanpur 

Total 


6 11 i 1 i ^ 

(3.0) (1,0) (1.0) (1,0) (1.05 (1.0) (6.1) 


Note i Figures in parentheses denote percentages to total 
respondents. 


Table VI -3 


Distribution of Farmers Accor ding, to 


of Seed Used 


(Nos - ) 







Districts 

HYV 

Local 

Both 

Total 



“ - 



8 

(40.00) 

7 

2 0 

Allahabad 

( 25 . 00 ) 

(35.00) . 

(100.00) 

Azamgarh 

■ 1 

( 5.00) 

■ 9 

(45.00) 

10 

(50.00) 

20 

(100.00) 





20 

Etah 

1 

( 5.00) 

(10.00) 

(65.00) 

(100.00) 




■y? 

2 0 

E taw ah 

(£5 .00) 

4 

(20.00) 

(55.00) : . 

(100.00) 



(AC. 00) 


20 

Fat ehpur 

( 5.00) 

(55.00) . 

(100.00) 



1 5 

20 

Nainpuri 

• '**“ . 

5 

(25.00) 

(7 5." 03) 

(100 . 00) 




• v * - ■ ■ 

20 

Fratapgarh 

2 

(10.00) 

7 

(35. GO) 

(55-00) 

(100.00) 



1 4 

20 

lae Bareli 

2 . 

(10.00) 

4 

(20.00) 

(70.00) 

(100.00) 


■■vf 10 

(50.00) 


20 

Sultanpur 

4 

(20.00) 

(30.30) 

(100.00) 

Total 

25 

(13.89) 

57 

(31.67) 

9 3 

(54. A".) 

180 

(100.00) 


- „ re n theses denot e perc 
Note : Figures in parentn 

respondents - 


outages to total 
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Table V1.4 


Distribution of. Farters toiiM to M si Mot 
Mi iM F iaiag tmtim 

(Nos.) 


Districts 

Chaaical Green Csspost 
Fertili- Manure 
ser 

Cow Dung Pesti- 
cides 

Pyrite 

Line 

Sowing 

Total 
No. of 
Respon- 
dents 

Allahabad 

S3 

(133.0) 

7 3 SO 

(35.00) (S.OC) (100.05 

7 

(35.00) 

- 

9 

(43.03) 

20 

Azatgarh 

19 

(95.00) 

1 ID 

( 5.03) (50,03) 

10 

P# 

,, 

mm 


- 

23 

itah 

16 

(F.3.C3) 

L 1 

m 

Id 

if® 

: ■■ 

.. i 

! 

. . ~ ' 

i S.C3) 

20 

Etawah 

l'> so 

(100,0) 

;J ’1 

( 3,03! (2.C!)> 

-yy 

V : r : - ; v;''V- : .v 

it 

(10.00! 

. - 

§ 

SO 

Fatehpur 

17 

m,Q) 

5 *\ 

(25,00) (35.02) 

IS 

(90.00) 

ill 

( 3.035 

' . ; 1 . * 

llll 

20 

Hainpuri 

19 

(95.00) 

4 5 

(20.00! (25.00) 

14 

(70.00) 

l 

(10.00) 

- 

“ 

20 

Pratapgarh 

19 

(95.00) 

8 4 

(40.00) (20.00) 

19 

(95.00) 

7 

(35.00) 

- 

6 

(30.00) 

20 

Pas Bareli 

19 

(95.00) 

13 i 

(65.00) (40.00) 

20 

(100.0) 

11 

(55.00) 

iSi 

mm) 

3 

(15.00) 

20 

Sultanpur 

19 

(95.00) 

2 5 

(10.00) (25.00) 

12 

(60.00) 

10 

(50.00) 



20 

Total 

163 

(93.33) 

49 60 

(27.22) (33.33) 

150 

( 83 . 33 ) 

50 

(27.77) 

H! 

( 1.11) 

19 

(10.56) 

180 


Kate t Figures in parentheses denote percentages to total 
respondents. 
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Table VI. 5 

Use of Manures and Fertilisers in the Sample Farms 



A1 lahabad 
Asarogarh 
Etah 
Etawah 
Fatehpur 
Mairtpuri 
P ratapgarh 
Rae Bareli 
Sultanpur 


493 

475 

197 

385 

983 

1111 

5SS 

658 

270 


Total 


596 


95 
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Table VI. & 

Distribution of Farmers According to Willingness to 
Sell and Purchase Irrigation Water 


Districts 

Willing to 

Willing to 

Total ■ 


Sell Irriga- 

Purchase Irri— 

Respondents 


tion Water 

gat ion Water 


Allahabad 

2 

20 

20 


{10.00) 

*"S 

o 

o 

M 

o 

•w* 


Azamgarh 

& 

14 

20 


(30.00) 

(70.00) 


Etah 


11 

20 


<45.00) 

(55.00) 


Etawah ’ 


20 

20 



(100.0) 


Fatehpur 


14 

20 


<10.00) 

(70.00) 


Main pur i 

iilSp4Sts| : lf5§4 

12 

20 


(20.00) 

(60.00) 


Pratapgarh 

' 7 

15 

20 


(35.00) 

* 

in 

N 


Rae Bareli 


16 

20 

Kg®-;' 

(25.00) 

(80.00) 


Sul tan pur 


19 

20 ' : . " 


(10.00) 

(95.00) 


Total 

• 37 SKMfu 

141 

180 


(20. 56) 

(78.33) 



Note 


Figures in parentheses denote percentages to total 
respondents. 



Districts 


P 





Table Vi. 8 


Distribution of Farmers About the Opinion About 

Lease Agreement 


Districts 

Fearing 
Termination 
of Lease 

Not 

Fear ing 
Termination 

Total 
Reporting 
Leasing 
in Land 

Total 

Respondents 

Allahabad 


1 

C 5.00) 

1 

( 5.00) 

20 

Azamgarh 

: 2 

< 10.00) ' 


2 

i "‘O.oo) 

20 

Etah 

laTiTy? i 

C 3.00) 

3 : 

(15.00) 

: 

hi 

o 

* ^ 

o 

o 

v» 

so ' 

Etstwah ■ 



- 

20 

Fat eh pur 

( 5.00) 

(20.00) 

5 

(25.00) 

20 ; . 

Mainpur i 

4 

(20.00) 

4 

(20.00) 

S 

(40.00) 

' 20 

Pratapgarh 

t:fii§Tt 4 PItSt 

(20.00) 

■ - 

4 

(20.00) 

20 

Rae Bareli 

( 5. GO) 


1 

( 5.00) 

. 20- 

Sul tan pur 

. t 

illiiiSIS E® 

9 

20 


( 5.00) 

(40.00) 

(45.00) 


Total 

14 

( 7. 78) , 

20 

(11.11) 

34 

(18.89) 

180 

Note : 

Figures in parentheses denote 
respondents. 

percentages 

to total ; 



No. of Respondents Reporting Vi si 


One Month Six Month One Year Never 


Figures in parentheses 
respondents. 


Note 



CHAPTER VII 

b.SLMiL2jl2i£i As s e- 1- s T Income ang I ndeb i e «;> n g ss 

Introduction 

Having presents the socio-economic character, sX , icc , t 

the 

sample households and different asoects n f . 

aspects or the agricultural 

economy in the Project „„ in Mri i'. r ch.pt. r., »o propo .. * 

diocuoe the o..r«U economic conoitioo of the noaoehold, x„ , Ml 
chapter « Th* •; . 

■ •" -^CUls r, i. uff covers tf** n^tia-r 

pct4,.,e*n or owner shio- of 

livestock ano a» r 1 cut torai i,p^,f ts ^thineny . the ievet 

total and per . cagfe hj,i.c B k r ' , 

-m -r. i.kiuisiiOiu income. di #*a r « n * 

7 •-** * i sources of 

household income and n„ . x - r t ,r- ....... , 

" . Hutotssness by source and 

purpose. 


VII.c: . L i ve stoc k Qwne .-so i d ■ . 

On the whole one ho use no id owns 4.7 investor* u - 1 . 

' s,n the project 

area, consisting of 1.6 draft anima's -■< * - , . 

~ *‘-t miicu animals, 0,8 

youngs vuck. ana 0.8 sheep and aoats (Table VII i> - K / 

rt ° xe Vii - 1 > - me number of 

livestock per household was "elatiueiv i 

. . laviveiy larger in the eastern. 

districts, the figure ranging from 2.7 to 8.Q. 

s-O Q.k. j. n q a i, the tvne n ■? 1 i 

yf li restock ownership we find that or, an 

average each household, owns 1.6 draft arvi™ - . 

” anifildiS * mainly bullocks.- 
fhe number of milch anim 3 !- . + . ■ 

-. . both cows and buffaloes - also comes 

to arouna 1.5 per household the fio Ur * u aruin . , - _ . 

* varying r rout O* v in bicio 

and Main Di£ r i to 2 A ’iW 

’ * ^ **• ^ Hi. I ^OajOad'M ■ OwFIP r cK-t c- t »■* . 

wwnersnxp or goats and sheep is 

less common e r e ^ n n p n & ■?-. t t - ... , .... 

' ' UT Hi iahabad, Azamgarh, Etawbh and 


Households 


Sul tan pur reporting no ownership of these animals. Households in 
Hainpur i and Pratapgarh district reported ownership of sheep and 
goats in - larger - number.. . :; 7v :: .' 

0 ?' 1^ ma y added- that the livestock in the studv area is 


generally of non-descri pt local variety with very low yield 

7 levels. Draft animals, • even though uneconomical , have to be 
maintained of necessity for ploughing pursosss . Hilch animals are 
.■ kept as a .supplementary economic activity doth for self- 
consumption and sale. 

The availability of feed and fodder for livestock is affected 
to a great extent by the .'aval lability of net area sown. Hence we 
have worked out in Table VI 1.2 the number of livestock per hectare 
. of net area sown. The number of draft and milch animals ' per 
hectare was worked out at 0.3 each for the project area as a 
whole. It may be noted that districts Azamoarh, Etawah- and 
’ Sul tan pur had! draft animal per acre above the average and 

;. Allahabad, Azamgarh and Pratapgarh bad milch animals per acre 

T -%■' ^ :: ■"'■■■. ' /■ - X '■ v;'.-h: 1 TfSfntiT" ' T ■ 

above the average. 

’ VII .3 Ownership of Agricultural Implements and 
Machinery 

. Agricultural . implements and machinery are a crucial 

requirement- for cultivation. Table VIX.3 gives the - distribution 
of farmers reporting agricultural implements across the districts. 

. . u e find that of the total reporting farmers S3 1 per cent owned 

wooden ploughs, 41 per cent iron ploughs, 41 per cent chaff 

cutter, 23 per cent bullock carts, and 19 per cent levellers. 




m 


I! 


7i 


1 







-ar 3 e differentials in household incomes 

noted. It is highest in ftae Bareli (R s. 246301 

.Sul tan pur ms.66E&:>. The hi nher K • f , 

• igh_. per nousenoia income o? Rae 

Bareli is mainly due to ’toe * 

vr.e inclusion or two *arge sue land, 

holders in the sample and .the involvement n r s ~ • , , . . 

. y^menj* or .taiuy members -in 


wniJL.e 






Thus basic agricultural implements . needed for cultivation are 
by. and-. large owned- by all.. the sa^ole farmers * But mos t -&? ■' : >=' 
implements owned are of traditional type,. In view of the tcy 
availability of labour, small size of holding and poor economic 
condition tht ownership of costly and non-traditionai machinery i* 
limited. Thus only 8 per cent own tubewell,. wnile Hi per cent own' 
•pumpsets, and TS per cent own threshers. 


VII . 4 Househoi d Income 

,. Table VIi.4 snows • details of per • household and per capita ’ 
income by source. On an average, per household income comes -to.' 
Rs . 141V1 per annum. The share of income from agriculture comes .W ' :; 
**- F ’ '* p * ? !-Sri ’ t animai husbandry 26.9 per cent, services 10.S r ; 
income from non-farm labour 6,3 per cent. There are some 

vai a >_ r o s s the districts in terms of cont ributibnpTbffii 

d, " tr, ”‘ exponents to income generation. For , j„ 

flzarogarh, Etah, F*t.hpur, Mainpuri ana Rae Bareli, ccmtribuuo. of 

agriculture was relatively mar*. however, in oistrirts of-* 

Allahabad, Etawah, Pratapgarh and Sultanpur, the MJ c,r source of 

: household income is animal husbandry „ -- *_ E . 

u. u_.no. > y , out, in c*,ah, hat eh pur and 

Main pur i relative contribuT inn nf {>>;, * 

iUJUOn f -his sector is low. 



other rentunerat ive activities like business* trade and t ranspor 


per annum on an average 


<Rs.1060) 


In district Etah T Mainpur i and Rae Bareli 


Table VII. 5 shows distriauiion of households according to 


annual income classes. We find that largest number of households 


(21. 1 per cent) are in the income class of less than Rs.3000 


per cent of households are in the income 


rid above 


households under low 


ncome groups shows extreme poverty in the 


ake f?s'« 10,000 annual household income 


ine 53.3 per cent of households will fall in this 


income levels 


households below poverty line <RC.\0,0QG> was relatively low in 


district' Allahabad. Fateh pur* Pratapgarh and Rae Bareli (between 


Rs. 15,000) was relatively higher in Et%h» Main our i and ftae Bare 1 i 


he distribution of households according 



eund tha. u only 37 per cent of the sample house^si uf. 


one purpose or the other 


Most', : ‘af ; ■the: 


income of 

R 3,1500 as the 

p o ¥ s r i y 

1 i r?e r 

a o ii i- 

46 

o & r 

cent 

households 

are below the 

pGvB?:' V y ■ 

line. 

About 

,-n t 

£L/ 

ne r 

cent 

households 

were i n t h e ‘ mx dd Is 

level of 

pe r c 

apx t-a x ii 

CQIT?e 


R s . 1,500 and Rs. 2500 > , wh ile 

another. £ 

7 pe r 

cent households 

we r $ 


relatively well -off with per capita income above Rs.ESOQ. 
Differences in -per capita income levels across the districts are 
also to be observed. The proportion of very -poor households (with- 
incomes . below Rs . 1000 per capita) was found relatively larger m 
Allahabad (45 per cent ) 7 . Praiaogarh (25 per cent), Ra» Bareli ,140 
per cent), and Sul tan pur .■.(50 per, cent) districts, all of which 
belong to East U.P. On the other hand, in Etah and Main pun 
districts the proportion of better off households .was markedly 
higher. 


VII. 5 Indebtedness 


We now turn to the discussion of the levels, sources Ana. 
purposes of indebtedness among the sample households in the 
project area. Per household indebtedness comes to Rs,3316, that 
is, ab.out, 24 per cent of the average household income. However 
vhe a»uun <. or-, indebtedness varies from Rs.SSO in Asamoar.h . to 
Rs.6633 in Rae Bareli (Table Vil. 7). The amount of loans taxer, 
during the current year was 8 s-. 2033, indicating that bulk of the 
debt- is of snort period duration. The amount of loans per 
inae&ted ■•any is quits high, i . e . , Rs.S9r3. .' It varies ’ from 
R s . 2533 to Rs .23,267 (Taoie VII, 7). 





that 


mutch 




families . (85: per cent) had borrowed for productive purposes. 
Basically loans were taken for agricultural purposes < in 68 per 
cent cases) or for purchase of livestock (in 19 per cent cases) as 
shown in Table VII. S. Only 3 per cent households reported having 
taken consumption loans, while IE per cent had taken loans -for 
religious and social ceremonies. 

Nearly same pattern emerges when we look at the distribution 
of indebtedness by purpose shown in Table VII. 9. About 97 per 
cent of loans has been incurred for productive purposes - 78 per 
cent for agri cui tura.1 purposes arid 15 per cent for purchase of 
livestock. 


It is encouraging to find that villagers are approaching 
institutional agencies for 1 borrowing in larger numbers. As shown 
in Table VII. 10 over 70 per cent of indebted, households borrowed 
from institutional sources. - 33 per cent from cooperative 
societies, 27-. & per cant from Gram in Banks (Regional Rural Banks) 
and 16 per cent from Commercial Banks. Only 19 per cent 
households' approached moneylenders for borrowing. 


When one looks at the distribution of indebtedness by source, 
shown in Table VII. 11, one finds that about 90 per cent- of loans 
have been taker* from institutional sources. 64.6 per cent of 
loans were taken from Commercial Banks, though only 16 per - cent of 
borrowers reported taking loans from this source. This imp! i-es 
the average amount . of loans taken from commercial banks is 
larger as compared to other sources. Gramin Banks supplied 





14 per cent of credit and cooperatives about 10 per cent. . The 
share of moneylenders in total, loans was found to be only 7,7 -per 

cento ; 


: To sum up the. f inbings of this chapter,, the : general economic 
condition of the cultivating households in the 'project ares was 
found to he rather poor, with a per capita income of about R&.2100 
per year. Low level of income was found accompanied with a high' 
• degree of inequality.. Nearly half Of the households are livj.no 
below poverty line. Due to small size of holdings and low 

productivity agriculture contributed only 45 par cent of household: 
income and the households were forced to supplement their income'' 
from diverse sources. Animal husbandry was found to be the main 
secondary economic activity 'contributing" about 2 7 per can £ of 
livestock, but the quality of the livestock was found 'to be very 
poor. It was also found that while every households -nas a 

sufficient number of traditional agricultural implements neeued to 
carry on cultivation, degree of mechanisation, ana ownership . of 
. tractors, tubeweils and pumpsets was rather low. The study; 
further revealed tnat the facilities of institutional credit, has 
spread well over the rural areas. A little less than 40 per cent 
of households had incurred debt, but an overwhelming part of debt 
was for productive purpose and. was. financed .by inst i tutionai 
sources. 
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Bui— Buff a- 

Total Cow 

•Hi 1 c h 

Total Young— Sheep Goat- Total 


lock I a 

Draft 

But a- 

Milch stock 



Animal 

1 lo 

Animal 
















Table 

V 1 1 « 2 



Livestock Per Hect a.r 

e o f N e i Area S o ^ * n 





:'C mo ; x ) 4 '-. 7 : ' 

Districts 

Total Draft 

A V Animals • 

fq tr a i ■ M i i cn 

A - n 3. ma i. s. 

1 a vet >," An irnais 

Allahabad 

0-4 . Ip 

0-7 

■ 4:''" *1 :.- 

Azamgarh; ' 

AflAl o.s 

■ 0 e A 

■' i * 4 

Etah 

llpplll '0-3 

0»4 

0-7 

EtLawah 


0.5 

1 « 6 ■ 

Fax eh pfi r 

Mpphlpl 0.4 ■■1/ gp 

0,4 

O.S 

Main purl 

... gg g; \ O.-S'gVgVpA, 

Si 0,3 

0 « 6 

Pratapj'arh 

iggggg 0-5 fllppTl; 

Vl ; ■ ' 0,3 ggg 

*j r. 1 

Rae Bareli 

PPPI 0-3 

Q * 4':-.'-; 

0, 'F- 

Sul tan pur ' 

lii® . o.s a 

0,4 

lu 2 



Districts Wseatn im 
Plough Plough 


Tractor Thro- Harrow CuHl- Levi- Trolly Nell Persian Tuft#- Pump- Ch*hf Cant 
sher ■ vator Her Wheel well set Cutter Cra- 

sher 


Etawah 


Fateh pur 


hainpuri 


Mi VIX.3 


iakc at Eaciiti sstflfilM Esiiiiiiflfl fit mi i M k 
JAPimeiti ini iMifiiiy 


m) m) 

Azamgarh 2D 2 

HDD) (105 

Etah 15 


Pratapgarh 18 
(?05 

Rae Bareli 13 10 5 7 



msm 

. 1 sm 


Total 


6435 3826 484 44 136 

( 43 * 7 ! -m.V . 12 , 4 ) { 0,31 ( 1,05 


m 894 252 1532 

( 2 , 0 ) < 6 . 3 ) . ( 1 , 8 ) ( 10 . 8 ) 


149 

( 1 . 0 ) 


119 

( 0 . 8 ) 


14191 2111 

( 100,01 


Districts Ayrkul- Aniaai Hiring Ceasing Grooves Paris Nan- Business Service fiersittan- Other -Per ? fr 

tura Hat- Out of Out of and Labour Farm ces Sources House* fopm 

bandry Impli- Land Ochards labour •' hold inceae 

Bints ' Iricoae 


im 

Table VIM 


Per Househ ol d Annual |n«fil by Source 


A1 Ishsbad 

1127 

6633 

122 



(34.3) 

(44,45 

(0.8! 


Aaat&garh 

3714 

2164 

118 

;/■ . 


(50,4) 

(29,4! 

(2.6) 


£tah 

13521 

3SS4 

1249 



(59.8) 

(17.2) 

(5.5! 


EtStfSfi 

2863 

3095 


: : V>. ■ 


(33,5) 

(36.3) 



Fatehpur 

5855 

1823 

793 

25 


(.43.7) 

(13,6) 

(6,3) 

to.w 

fiainpuri 

9629 

m . 

861 

36? 


(50.6) 

- ( 6.9) 

(4.5) 


PraUpgarh 

3199 

' 5946 

188 

* 


(30,1) 

(59.95 

(1.85 


Sas Earsli. 

12016 

66% 

m 



(46.5) 

(27,2) 

(4.0) 


Sultanpur 

2428 

2545 




(38,8) 

(43.2) 




735 

( 4 , 9 ) 


14933 

1747 

(100,0) 


mi 

1281 

flOO.Oi 


22599 

2993 

<100,0! 


8544 

m 

(100.0) 


13387 

m 

(100,0) 


19037 

im 

(100,0) 


10634 

1/43 

(100,01 


24630 

m 

<100,0) 


6626 

ISM 

(100,0! 



in Brackets show m cent to total sample housenaids. 


79 391 

( 1 , 2 ) ( 8 . 0 ) 


333 2718 

( 2 * 5 ) ( 20 . 3 ) 


450 5140 

(2,4) (27.0) 


830 

( 8 , 0 ) 


113 

( 0 , 6 ) 


930 

( 4 , 9 ) 


79 

( 0 . 7 ) .... 


592 

<5.61 


630 

( 8 . 6 ) 


2039 

( 24 , 0 ) 


350 

( 2 , 6 ) 


1245 

( 9 . 3 ) 


420 

( 2 . 8 ) 


50 

(0,4! 


570 

( 2 . 6 ) 


ISO 

(1.3) 


225 

( 1 . 2 ) 


350 

<5.35 


620 

(2,5) 



Tatil 31 36 ii 31 12 13 33 M 

(31.10) 20,00) (12,20! (11,76! I 6,70! (10,00! (18.30) (100.06! 


fist,® i Pipr#% in bftjksin «r.«f 3 tr woi Is tei*l fteusmni^; 
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Siilfsff 


IMliM i m ii Sa pie kmz£\m is Liisi si teal lit SiftlM iKsai 


1 

| yg. : y.v gHy;/ 

Districts 

Uptc 

Kfijoo «sM 

.85,1000 

R9.1B30 

8s .1300 

Rs.2000 

8s, 2500 

85,3000 

i Ot&: 

t. lj k 


R«.5W 

to . to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

and 


1 

1# 



8s, 750 83.1003 

fi 1*12^3; 

Rs.lSOC 

83.8000 

fe.2500 

85,3000 

A&$v$ 












111 

Allahabad 

2 

4 3 . 

3 


1 

2 

3 

2 

m 

fill 

I'll 


(10.S0) 

(£0,00! (15.00) 

6(15.00) 


( 5.00) 

(10.00? 

(15.00! 

(10.00? 

(100.00) 

!f| 

fefflsprh 



6 ( .'i : ; 

a 

. 5 

1 

3 

« 

m 

I 



(10,00! 

( 5.00)’ 

(40.00) 

(20.00) 

( 5.00) 

(1-3.00) 


(100.00) 


Etaft 


. 2 

w 

.-Vf66 

n 

a 

1 

IS 

3 

20 

■ 



(10,00) 


( 3.00) 

<15.005 

( 5.00) 

(5C.0Q) 

£15.00) 

000.00) 

6 



:| . 3 

5 

h 

Z 

4 

", 1 


20 

1 1 I 



;yy' (10,00! 

(85.00) 

(30.00) 

(10.00) 

(£0.00) 

( 5,00) 


£100.005 

■ 

l 

Falshpiir 

£: 

i s 

l 

2 

i 

1 

.4 

.« 

20 

; r; 

i'. 



( 5.00) (10,00) 

(10,005 

(10.00) 

(10.50) 

( 5,00) 

£10,00) . 


ooo.os) 

'Is' 

HI: 

Hsmpiirl 

r ; j 

1 

1 

M 4 

4 

1 

10 

1 

£0 

'iiJi 



ygyl 1 5.00! 

( 5.00) 

( 3,00) 

( 5.00! 

(85.005 

(50.00) 

£ 5,00) 

000,00) 

‘ y f 
t ! 

1 

Pfeupfirfe 

E 

i . i 

1 

4 

Hlf 

4 

4 

Y 

i 

80 



|il|; 

■t 10.0 J) ( 5,0(0 

i 5,00) 

(£5,0(5) 

(i.00) 

(£0,00) 

(£0.00) 

t 3,00) 

(100.00/ 

si 

Rip Ssraii 

A 

56 1 

1 

- 

2 

3 

4 

3 

m 

fl 

*3 ; | 


f 

(85.&P (.5.00) 

(5,00) 


(10.00) 

(15,00) 

£20,00) 

£15,00) 

000,00) 

Pw 

Sultsnpur 

H 

5 3 

; & 

:0' 6:.s|.;s:6'6:. : . 

3 

j 

3 


I: >•* 

£0 

tw 


liill 

(23,05). (15.00; 

(13,00? 

(15.00) 

( 5,05! 

(15.0O) 



(100.00) 

■ ’ . 
i » ” 
4‘; 

Tslsi 

. / 1 

IV 15 

.17 

a 

24 

24 

39 

10 

ISO 

s 


( 3,9) 

(10.6! I8.3) : 

( 9.4) 

ds.fi 

(13.3) 

(13,3) 

(21,7) 

( 5.6) 

( 100,00) 


fi!lr« : Fijjarss in Brsrtrts ihw par cent to total heu«iHaids. 



o' 'I'd ' ' 1 uaeb'U cin & s s Among Sample 


SOCK) 






Table VII, 8 

Distribution of Sample Household s According io Indebtedness 
hi tan 


Districts 

Aaricul” 

tural 

Purposes 

House- 

Cons- 

truction 

( Live- , 
stock 

Commerce 

Consum- 

ption 

Religious 
and Social 
Ceremonies 

Total hto. of 
Households 
Reporting 
Indebtedness 

Indebted 
Households 
As Per cant 
of Total 

Allahabad 

3 

(50.0) 

- 

3 

(33.31 

1; i- ' 

(16.71 


1 

(16.71 

6 

(100,0) 

30 

Azugarh 

3 

(100.01 




1 

- 

3 

(100.0) 

15 

EUh 

- • 

- 

2 

(100,0) 



- 

2 

(100.0) 

to 

ttawah 

y 

Op). 

- 

2 

(22.2) 


- 

** 

9 

(100.0) 

45 

Fatshpur 

a 

(h 6.7) 


1 

(33,3) 


- 

> 

3 

iiGO.Q) 

15 

Mainpuri 

6 

166,7) 


3 

(33.3) 



« 

9 

(100,01 

. 45 

Pratapgarh 

k 

<%,Z) 

.. 

1 

C 6,31 

- 

- - ’ 

6 

wM 

16 

<100.01 

60 

Ait Bareli 

11 

(100.01 

f 

(18.21 

2 

(18,21 

- 


“ 

11 

(100.0) 

55 

Sultanpur 

if' 

3 

(37,51 

2 

(35.01 


"iV;. * 

i 

mM 

1 

<«-» 

<0ii fl 

(100,0) 

40 - 

Tots! 

44 

<67,71 

A 

< 6.01 

13 

(19.4) 

. i 

( 1.5) 

2 

( 3.0; 

8 

(11,9) 

\ -67 
(100,0) 

17 


Note s 1. Figures in brackets show per cent to total number of household 
reporting indebtedness. 


2. Saw households have taken leans for more than one purpose. 
Hence percentages so not add to 100, 





Inriebiidneii by Mpm 


ictt Agritul- House- Live- Censerc# Consuls- Religious Total 

tural Cons- stock ption and Social Indebtedness 

Purposes traction Cereaonies 


Allahabad 19-83 
(89,21 


Azaagarh 2533 

( 100.01 


Eiawah 


Fatehpur 23000 
(98.9) 


Hainpuri 6889 
(57.4) 


Pratapfarh 1599 
(49.8) 


Rat Bareli 


Sultanpur 5150 519 

(88.31 (8.9) 


1, Indebtedness has been calculated with reference to indebted 
households only. 

2, Figures in brackets she# per cent to total indebtedness. 
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1. Figures i!> brackets shew pic cent to total number 
at reparting indebtedness. 


Soso iicu*#jiald# have taken inane Tress Mrs than gm 
sources, Hints percentages m net m to iQ3, 


Table V1L10 

Distribution of Sample Househ o ld s A ccording la Ind ebtedness 

Jar. spmci 


tfio. 


Districts 

Land- 

lord 

Honey 

Lender 

Friends 
it Rela- 
tives 

Coopera- 
tive So- 
cieties 

firaifiin 

Bank- 

Cemmsr- 

cial 

Bank 

Other 

Sources 

Total bio, gT 
Households 
Reporting 
Indebtedness 

AliliilaMd 

- 

- 

1 

(14,75 

1 

(14,7) 

* 

5 

(83.3) 

1 

(16,7) 

■ - 6 . 

(100.00) 

Azaagarh 

«* 


1 1 
(33,3) 

till' 

(33,3) 

1 

(33,3) 



■ 3 

(100.00) 

Itah 

* 


- 

1 

(50,0) 

1 

(50.0) 

- . 

*■ ■ 

2 

(100,00) 

Etawh 

» 


■if. 

(11,1) 

7 

(78,8) 

t. 

i 

(ii.li 

k 

9 

• ! (100.00) 

Fatehpur 

M 

(33,3) 



“l! 

1 

(33.3) 

i 

(88.3) 


3 

(100,00) 

Msinpuri 


5 ? 
f3||| 


ill 

OU) 

3 

(33.3) 


- 

9 

(100,00) 

Pratapgarh 

¥ 

3 

(-1M) 

th 

c 

(i 2,5) 

3 

(50.0) 

3 

(18.8) 

£ . 

|§ff 

«; ; 

.1 ill 16 

(100,00) 

8ae Bareli 


* 


Q ) 

(BUS) 

' 1 

( 9,1) 

■ 1 ^ . 

« 9.1) 


1 T 

(100,00) 

Sultanpur 


II 

1 

(12,5) 

f*KK.S 

1 

(12,5) 

1 f 

ii 

- 

8 

(100.00) 

Total 

i 

13 

5 

22 . 

18 S 

ii 

■t 

87 


1 i,5l 

(19,4) 

( 7,5) 

(32,8) 

(24,9) 

(16.4) 

( 1,5) 

(100,00) 



Land- Roney Friends Cooper#- Cretin Coster 

lord Lender S 3* la* live So- Bank dal 

live* deties Bank 


Other Mai No. of 
Sources Households 
Reporting 
Indebtedness 


District* 


Allahabad 


Azaaprh 


Etavah 


Fatehpur 26? 

{ 1 , 2 ) 


Hainpuri 


Pr&tapgarh 


Rat Bareli 


Suitanpur 


Fioum in brackets show percentage to total indebtedness 
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\ri hut i on 


t o it 


les and, their 


IV? 


W&rijihal 


medi UiTr 


s r r.a. re o *V, ■ fr*a. r q 


par ; can 


per" cent 


on pa m 


■o.f : ^ house 


ongxng to the marginal 


t jo ,r i o o o n Qfit x c C ha rac^gr^i^rt^i cs by -Lem d. Ho Tin »• 


[ntrcauction. 


in the earlisr chapter we have discusses the socio- 
economic characteristics .of sample households with a forus on 
the average situation and inter-district variations therein. 
In the present chapter the focus is on the difference* 
socio-economic characteristics across different land size 
categories. ' For purposes of analysis the sas.o.le 

households have been classified into four groups, namely* 
marginal t.upto 2.49 acres) y small. (2„5Q to 4.99 acres), 
medium lh,-00 to 9, *9 acres) and large <aoove id 


VIII. 1 


a c r «? s .? 


»% .4 


households-;, small 4 i * / per cent v 


accounting, far only 4-0 'per cent of operated area 

■ - : fit' 14- '4.; 4 ; • % 


is no use ho 

.1 d s 

amors g 

ihci'r 8S i si";. 

the 

total 

-se £0*9 

pB r 

cent 

HO;*;! per 

cent 

and 

ii - f'.armolrs 

hin 

t ;p:Vd;t; v 

; that of s 

the ' 

other 

oacn * Thus r 

\ an d 

nearly 7Q 

per 


o 5 ma 1 i g 

la T e c? 

o n.es 


Size 



TaMe VIII. 1 


Distribution of b?ampl e Holding s , by Si ze 


Category 


Households 
Number Per cent 


Operated' Area 


Actual . Per cent 
(Acres) 


1. Ha.rgina.1 

52 

28.9 

77 « 1 

9,6 

2. Small 

75 

41.7 

249 * 3 • 

30.9 

3. Medium 

38 

£» '? * ~ f 

' £ t^rC-'v \J:' 

30.0 

4- Large' 

;1S' 

*Zr » x£ 

: ; 237 ,3 ' 

2v*5* 

All Categories 

iso 

lOO^C- 

605.7' 

100.0 

3^''. •'■■'I '■■■' 


VXIX.2 Soc ial and Demograp hic Characteristics 

The average family size, is positively related to the 
land size category » JTC rises from 5*6 nersoBS tor marginal 
farmer households to ■ 9*9 persons for ■large farmer households' 
■ (Table VIII. 2) * The caste composition of Households was 
found to be distinctly related to size of hold! 
oar cent of marginal farmers • and 40 per can 


















the distinct . casts, hierarchy in f con.G'isi c: conditions wa? 
also parr&XIeiled by the caste hierarchy in social indicator-?; 
like education. Thus T the literacy rates were found to na 
43*2 per cent for scheduled castas,, 43*7 par cent for 
hB.ckwB.rd castes and. 70*6 per cent for nigher castes* The 
literacy level .of household members also rises steadily with 
the increase in the size of hoi 







' • 40 

proportion of net sown area tc total r.airanfl Ar<a . .• . 
relatively more as compared, to the other three cataonr- 
Thus nearly' one-third of the land area under 
ownership is not being put to productive use cue to X n i* 
quality of soil or lack of irrigation facilities, 

l£SM± VIII, 5 • 

~ e tt Sown Area and O perated Area Per Househ o I q 
AY. g i z e CaXegof i as ""** 


Size Category Met Sown Operated Area Met Sown Area 

Area . As Per rent "of 

(in Acres ) fin Acres) Operated Area 


' H„32 
: .,4,.44 
1 1 . 40 


1. Marginal 

2 . 3roa i i 

3. Medium 
.4, Large 


3 , 32 
6 . 37 
15, SH 


7fi.4 
69 „ 9 
69 « 7- 


Over QTt if th of ;vh'o hr=’f d) no ^ r ~ „ 

“ UA?1 ^ {It Si, ftoiispno ;*.£s 

fails under the category of waste’ -no >• - - ,- - ■- , 

j , »,»(,# • w.,.o» turn. >s isno wnich is 


not being put to productive use p. ae 


. I's pop r. . -tyu&'S 5, %y % 


i i"i £* 

proportion of wasi&iane to t otaI > r - ^ 

■" •* 1 ■■ ? a u t n § a. r e a i s r a x a i y o ?. y - 

.■Large on sr^a •.. I an d. mediae do Vdi .-..-a •, , , .... ' „■ 

- - • - 1 • o - ~ * . u i o y e = t o n a r o a 

1“ t o 1 d i n q s ( T a b 1 a V x •: t a *. p , t . i „ * •■ . * > 

4-1 a -,x A ° T wasx,e-j;and tail a urifoer , 

the category of cultural* wasteland. . ; 


& I i-.;. . C*' a •> a o o. r i a a 







VIII 



i as p r i v a t s p ur** p s e c s 


i 


“ 9* . I r r i g at i on Extent ami Source 


Over 90 per cent of net sown area on a* I siz# categories 
receives at least one irrigation in a year. However., a 

proportion of operated area irrigated area is only around 66 
per cent ? though the situation is slight iy ter on 

marginal holdings in this respect {Table VJII.Ht, 


"able V.'IIIwB 


diidi ddCX t dateo A rea on. B am pi e . Farm s by Land 
Si ze Cat eqorie s 


S i z a C a t e g o r y 
■ • ■ C in Acres).' 

Per can't os' Net 
Sown Area Irri- 
gated 

?pr cent o t* 0 p <=* r a c 8 d. 
Area Irrigated 

1» Marginal 

93 * 9 

73 « :> 

- H, Small 

90,6 

63 . 1 

6, Medium 

c:. 

63, £ 


94, 6 

*6 . t 

A 1 i C a t e g o rigs 

93 . 0 

■66 * £ 


Looking at the sources of irrigation we find ail 

categories of farmers, except that large farms 
depending on /hired sources of - irri nerti-nn 


■? i n d 

' i ; 'A;.: 

.'Sire 

-ffc- 

wr« c h 

3 n C I Li d 8 

an t 

t u be we i '.i s 


o .. u y* ■*•> Oy t.i>e uiqqer cut.. L t Valor s , Dependence or- hired 
sources 0 / irrigation declines sharply with the rise cn the 
size of holdings t Table VIII. 9) , / : V -hi 1 ' 


9 


t of Irr i gated Area by Own Sour c€ 
Si ze Cat ed dries 


Size 

Category 

Her cent 
- ay 

of 

Own 

Irrigated Area. 
Sources 

’1 «, 

Marginal 



Xw9 : , 

2= ' 

Osita i 1 



;?4„0 

O a 

Medium 



33 , 4 

4, 

La r g e 



78,7 • 

Ai 

1 Categories 



#2'»£ 


VIII « 5 A gricultural Productive tv . Inputs and rtxrkt?l\p*z 

We do not find evidence of any strong economies of sea;.* 

on the same* 1 © farms * As can be seen "'from' i at Ve vili«'ru gross 

poduct i v 1 1 y g n ma. r g i n a. 1 and s msfcl 1 . f a f m s e x c e a os Rs « isOOO n e r 
acre, which is not much / lower.; than the- prvouct ivity levels or 



acre, which is not much /.lower than the ■ productivity levels on 
la r g e r fa r ms V D i. f : f ' s r&ii c ; es s n o {> s C s- per’ . acre a re a van,, pmadb'd r . 
.across d .V:f f e rant 1 '■ s groups- v . "...■. unu-ne > ■■ ,• o .r o- du c. t ,i vlt-y. pe r . -at* t.e . 

the per# or man c a o f m e c ?. • • m ? a • ■ m a r s s. s a 7. s c s n c t X y a e 1 1 e r 
followed, by t h e 1 a r g e f a r m e r s * T h e r e so u: r o e use e f f i e t e n e y 
as revealed by the o y. t r> u. t — Input ratio is o. is v.ut€.(* .? y pet ■.■*>$£» *jt\ 
medium category f a rros * 




Tab.'i. e VIII , i 0 


gp.#. Met - Praductivi t v and Cast P e r Acre of ivSti 
3H Sample cMLEl by Size Categories ~~~ 


t r*;s. , } 


Size Cat fe g o ry 

Gross Producti- 
vity 'Per Acre 

Cost rer 

A c r e 

s^et Pro due- 
i v i ty P 0 r ■. 
Acre 

1- Marginal 

30-EG 

1349 

' 1 67 1 

pllia'X JL 

3150 

1499 

1 637’ 

3. Medium 

3920 

1 389 

C ; ; 

4. Large 

3357 

1364 

2005 

Ail Cat eg a ri e s 

3423 

14ii 

20-5.9 


J ‘ t ‘ lS aAso important to draw attention to the sharp 
inter— district differences in agricultural productivity and 
•_o = t layers even e*n toe same size of farms reveal sd py Table, 
VIII HP! and Table VIII. i3 . Thus gross product v Sty 
osr acre on marginal -arms varies from a low of Rs„-;-f>69. to a 
high of fis. 683S and net productivity on this category varies 
baleen Ss.592 and Rs. 5426, while input cost varies from' 355 
par acre to Rs.'960 per acre. Similar differences across 
districts in agricultural product ; vi tv ■ ■ ■ 

be observed on other land.. haloing sis# 5 . 

N ° Ciear pattsrr< of productivity or cost differences 
between different land size categories across oistncts 'is 
visible. Thus highest net' sfodiirtiun- _ 

. , Ip’' ’fU'Ut b t V -C ; ; V* Wa.S . 'Q’£>« $TV6d i>T* 

* r *!| i jfia I... i n nN •» t: *•» 1 ... 

~ ^ j* h anu jcin s^ed-.i urn a n ef. j a. r a e 

farms in two districts each (Table VIII., 13 >, 


"able Vi.II * 11 


~ o - b *?• Val ue c_- _ A g r i c u 1 1 urai ;• P r odu-ce Par Acre 
' 2jL ' Sown Area - ay 8i^a 


( i n Ms - J 


i)i si r x cts 

Marginal 

Snaa i 1 ■ 

nediims 

Large 

1 Va a» a”"** 

_ g u r i es 

Ail a rs. a. 0a. o : 

£ jL 

2 1 33 

, 4118 

2686 

2925 

Azaregarh 

3242 

2988 

2712 

- 

. 3001 

Etah 

V,.'- 6838 

' 3372 

6091 

3497 

5544 

Etawafr 

f.,sCS * 8 

3035 

3015 . 


3234 

Fatahpyr 

1569 ' / 

3268 

2335 

3212 

2908 

Main pur i ^ 

42 1 1 

5303 

4474 

4436 

4772 

Pratapca-rh 

’ 2276 

231 -1 

248-9 

2.531 

242 7 

Sae Bareli * 

1B32 ■ 

3409 

:.v,ri'4'*i’ 

ch642. 

3453 

6f f jl i 4* aTi u r 

1 667 

■ 1936 

1 983 

; :B ; p7'8 : 

. 4916 


A 2 i. . u i S'.. ,*.«■■ r x '& . i 


■3y£ v I 


3423 
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Ha r g 3. r»al 

8ma 1 1 - 

■' Medium 

Large ■ 

k 11 Cat 
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T 


large farmer households are also living he lew u? oav^rtv 


? ^0 caste wise an a J. y s ■ r% s o t i. n cowl? 0 v 0 i s ra vaa.* s . #* 
distinct' ' hierarchical relationship between caste arvo income 
levels* ..The average households income of. higher castes was' 
Rs*19 F 647 r which was well, above the average of Rs fi4 r ,l9l for 
all households.* The corresponding figure for the backward 
and scheduled; castes was Rs* t‘3fh04 and Ss., 9,^411 respectively* 

The study .found -that the per capita income of ' the higher 
caste households was fts »2 r &4>6 as compared to the ue r capita 
1 n c o m a 0 f ; Rs * i 7 944 f g r iSa c k wa r d c a 5 1 e I> o ? ? «. a a o j o s a. r- o R s 1 ., 6 1 ;f 
for scheduled caste households* 


Taking Rst 1,500 per capita, annual'; income as the' poverty 
line at current prices * the study found it hat 45 per can i of 
backward caste households and £>•** per cent cf sone'iicyeh cas te 
: n 0 u S' e Ti o. x 0 s w e r e 1 x v v i, n g in . p-b v 0 r tv a s c o nri os r e d. T o Sw □ e r r.p” t 
of Ihe. higher caste households in This category,, Tha 
proportion o-f scheduled caste .bo us eh olds •'•in ml c-.d.l e 'income 

between Rs * 1 v 500 ana >is *33 r 500 per 


groups ? 

those 

earning. 

caps ta y 

was ,d. s U 

per cent 


per' cent v of' backward ' caste as well - . as h ,; £'d he r caste 
housemaids.' The -prp’port ion of .'comparatively halter off 
h g u s e h . 0 1 ds , :;: t h cse wi th a per. cap ? t a x n c a me o fl n s » 1 *: >■ 3 Of* an a 
above, ' "was' ai-so sig'ni.fi cantiy larger among- upper castas CSB 
per cent h as compared to -backward' castas CHS per cant ) ana 
scheduled-' castes /j>e : r : cent.! * 




In d b at peine s s 


ia&ie VIII .21 

% Ti eve j& v & Qt n §?■% ‘S » , i 0 ■ 

c r € d. x 1» ' f a. c i i i t i e s 


se ex ten i a no. 

sources 

■■■r.Oir.. 

reveals I ha I 

a. c c s a s ■ 

to 

am commercial 

hanks 

i a 

farmers* The 

proper I 

ion 


0 ^ ho us eno levs '.i : 09.ns and' th# average am ivj n’t of i oan 


Table VIII jjgl ' 

Ho use ho las T akin q Loans an 6. L oans Per. Indebted 
Household , by Source and Siz e . Cate gor ies 
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To sum up, our survey has revealed a highly skewed land 
distribution and preponderance of marginal and small farmers, 
the majority of whom belongs to socially and economically 
depressed scheduled castes. Around half of the marginal and 
small farffcng household members were found to be illiterate. 
About one— fifth of the land area owned by farmers is lying 
waste, while a considerable part of cultivated area is 
degraded cue to problems of sodicity. Though irrigation 
facilities are fairly developed the marginal ano small 
farmers have to depend largely on hired sources, of 
irrigation. * . . ' 


P4et value productivity is around Rs-5000 per hectare for 
the entire sample. Per hectare yield of rice is around 1300 
kg., «vhj. ie that of wheat is around 1700kg. In terms of 
agricultural productivity and fertiliser use the performance 
of the marginal and small -farmers is fairly close to that of 
the larger farmers. There were, however, very sharp inter- 
district differentials in agricultural productivity even on 
the same size of farms. Agriculture in the project area was 
founci to be subsistence oriented with very low proportion of 
marketed surplus particularly on small and marginal farms. 

Due to small productive base agriculture contributed 
only about one-fourth of household income on marginal farms 
and about one-third on small farms. AnimaJ Husbandry is ar, 
important secondary activity for all categories of farms and 




